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Mining Statute of July 26, 1866. 

Chap. CCLXTT. — An Acrr granting the right of way to 
ditch and canal owners over the public lands, and for 
other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Bepresentaiives of 
the United States of Ajnerica, in Congress assembled, That the 
mineral lands of the public domain, both surveyed and un- 
surveyed, are hereby declared to be free and open to explor- 
ation and occupation by all citizens of the United States, 
and those who have declared their intention to become 
citizens, subject to such regulations as may be prescribed 
by law, and subject also to the local customs or rules of 
miners in the several mining districts, so far as the same 
may not be in conflict with the laws of the United States. 
[Eepealed .] 

Sec. 2 . And be it furtJier enacted. That whenever any per- 
son, or association of persons, claims a vein or lode of 
quartz, or other rock in place, bearing gold, silver, cinna- 
bar, or copper, having previously occupied and improved 
the same according to the local customs or rules of miners 
in the district where the same is situated, and having 
expended, in actual labor and improvements thereon, an 
amount of not less than one thousand dollars, and in regard 
to whose possession there is no controversy or opposing 
claim, it shall and may be lawful for said claimant, or asso- 
ciation of claimants, to file in the local land office a 
diagram of the same, so extended, laterally or otherwise, 
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as to conform to the local laws, customs, and rules of min- 
ers, and to enter such tract and receive a patent therefor, 
granting such mine, together with the right to follow such 
vein or lode, with its dips, angles, and variations, to any 
deptii. although it may enter the land adjoining, which land 
adjoining shall be sold subject to this condition. [Bepealed.l 

DEC. 3. And be it further enacted. That upon the filing oi 
the diagram as provided in the second section of this act, 
and posting the same in a conspicuous place on the claim, 
together with a notice of int-ention to applv for a patent, 
the Begister of the Land Office shall publish a notice of 
the same in a newspaper published nearest to the location 
of said claim, and shall also post such notice in his office 
for the period of ninety days; and after the expiration of 
such period, if no adverse claim shall have been filed, it 
shall be the duty of the Surveyor-general upon application 
of the party, to survey the premises and make a plat 
thereof, indorsed with his approval, designating the number 
and description of the location, the value of the labor and 
improvements, and the character of the vein exposed; and 
upon the payment to the proper officer of five dollars per 
acre, together with the cost of such survey, plat, and notice, 
and giving satisfactory evidence that said diagram and 
notice have been posted on the claim during said period of 
ninety days, the Begister of the Land Office shall transmit 
to the General Land Office said plat, survey, and descrip- 
tion, and a patent shall issue for the same thereupon .' But 
said plat, survey, or description shall in no case cover more 
than one vein or lode, and no patent shall issue for more 
than one vein or lode, which shall be expressed in the pat- 
ent issued. [Bepealed.] 

Sec . 4. And he it further enacted. That when such loca- 
tion and entry of a mine shall be upon unsurveyed lands, it 
shall and may be lawful, after the extension thereto of the 
public surveys, to adjust the surveys to the limits of the 
premises according to the location and possession of the 
plat aforesaid; and the Surveyor-general may, in extending 
the surveys, vary the same from a rectangular form, to suit 
the circumstances of the country and the local rules, laws, 
and customs of miners; Provided, that no location hereafter 
made shall exceed two hundred feet in length along the vein 
for each locator, with an additional claim for discovery to 
the discoverer of the lode, with the right to follow such vein 
to atiy depth, with all its dips, variations, and angles, 
together with a reasonable quantity of surface, for the con- 
venient working of the same, as fixed by local rules; And, 
^ovided furtJ, that no person may maie more than one 
location on the same lode, and not more than three thou- 
sand feet shall be taken in any one claim by any association 
of persons. [Bepealed.] 



July 26, 1866.] MINING STATUTES. 6 

Sec . 5. Arid be it further enacted, That, as a further con- 
dition of sale, in the absence of necessary legishition by 
Congress, the local Legislature of any State or Territory 
may provide rules for working mines, involving easements, 
drainage, or other necessaij means to their complete devel- 
opment; and those conditions shall be fully expressed in 
the patent. 

Seo. 6. And be it further enacted, That whenever any ad- 
verse claimants to any mine, located and claimed as afore- 
said, shall appear before the approval of the survey, as 
provided in tne third section of this act, all proceedings 
shall be stayed until final settlement and adjudication, in 
the courts of competent jurisdictipn, of the rights of pos- 
session to such claim, when a patent may issue as in other 
cases. [Repealed.^ 

Seo. 7. And be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States be, and is hereby, authorized to establish 
additional land districts, and to appoint the necessary offi- 
cers under existing laws, whenever ne may deem the same 
necessary for the public convenience in executing the pro- 
visions of this act. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the right of way 
for the construction of hi^hwavs over public lands, not 
reserved for public uses, is hereby granted. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That whenever, hj pri- 
ority of possession, rights to the use of water for mining, 
agricultural, manufacturing, or other purposes, have vested 
and accrued, and the same are recognized and acknpwledged 
by the local customs, laws, and the decisions of courts, the 
possessors and owners of such vested rights shall be main- 
tained and protected in the same; and the right of way for 
the construction of ditches and canals for the purposes 
aforesaid is hereby acknowledged and confirmed; Provided, 
however, that whenever, after the passage of this act, any 
person or persons shall, in the construction of any ditch or 
canal, injure or damage the possession of any settler on the 
public domain, the party committing such injury or damage 
shall be liable to the party injured for such injury or 
damage. 

Sec. 10 . And be it further enacted^ That whenever, prior 
to the passage of this act, upon the lands heretofore desig- 
nated as mineral lands, which have been excluded from 
survey and sale, there have been homesteads made by citi- 
zens of the United States^ or persons who have declared 
their intention to become citizens, which homesteads have 
been made^ improved, and used for agricultural purposes, 
and upon which there have been no valuable mines of gold, 
silver, cinnabar, or copper discovered, and which are prop- 
erly agricultural lands, the said settlers or owners of such 
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as to conform to the local laws, customs, and rules of min- 
ers, and to enter such tract and receive a patent therefor, 
granting such mine, together with the right to follow such 
vein or lode, with its dips, angles, and variations, to any 
depth, although it may enter the land adjoining, which land 
adjoining shall be sold subject to this condition, f Bepealed.l 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That upon the filing oi 
the diagram as provided in the second section of this act, 
and posting the same in a conspicuous place on the claim, 
together with a notice oi intention to apply for a patent, 
the Begister of the Land Office shall publish a notice of 
the same in a newspaper published nearest to the location 
of said claim, and shall also post such notice in his office 
for the period of ninety days; and after the expiration of 
such period, if no adverse claim shall have been filed, it 
shall be the duty of the Surveyor-general upon application 
of the party, to survey the premises and make a plat 
thereof, indorsed with his approval, designating the number 
and description of the location, the value of tne labor and 
improvements, and the character of the vein exposed; and 
upon the payment to the proper officer of five dollars per 
acre, together with the cost of such survey, plat, and notice, 
and giying satisfactoiy evidence that said diagram and 
notice have been posted on the claim during said period of 
ninety days, the !Kegister of the Land Office shall transmit 
to the General Land Office said plat, survey, and descrip- 
tion, and a patent shall issue for the same thereupon .' But 
said plat, survey, or description shall in no case cover more 
than one vein or lode, and no patent shall issue for more 
than one vein or lode, which shall be expressed in the pat- 
ent issued. [Bepealed.] 

Sec . 4. And be it further enacted, That when such loca- 
tion and entry of a mine shall be upon unsurveyed lands, it 
shall and may be lawful, after the extension thereto of the 
public surveys, to adjust the surveys to the limits of the 
premises according to the location and possession of the 
plat aforesaid; and the Surveyor-general may, in extending 
the surveys, vary the same from a rectangular form, to suit 
the circumstances of the country and the local rules, laws, 
and customs of miners; Provided, that no location hereafter 
made shall exceed two hundred feet in length along the vein 
for each locator, with an additional claim for discovery to 
the discoverer of the lode, with the right to follow such vein 
to any depth, with all its dips, variations, and angles, 
together with a reasonable quantity of surface, for the con- 
venieiit working of the same, as fixed by local rules; And, 

f provided further, that no person may make more than one 
ocation on the same lode, and not more than three thou- 
sand feet shall be taken in any one claim by any association 
of persons. [Bepealed.] 
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Sec. 5. And be U further endded^ That, as a farther con- 
dition of sale, in the absence of necessary legislation by 
Congress, the local Legislature of any State or Territory 
may provide rules for working mines, inyolving easements, 
drainage, or other necessaij means to their complete devel- 
opment; and those conditions shall be fully expressed in 
the patent. 

Seo. 6. And be U further enacted, That whenever any ad- 
verse claimants to any mine, located and claimed as afore- 
said, shall appear before the approval of the survey, as 
provided in the third section of this act, all proceeain^s 
shall be stayed until final settlement and adjudication, in 
the courts of competent jurisdiction, of the rights of pos- 
session to such claim, when a patent may issue as in other 
cases. [Bepealed.l 

Sec. 7. And be it further enadedy That the President of 
the United States be, and is hereby, authorized to establish 
additional land districts, and to appoint the necessary offi- 
cers under existing laws, whenever he may deem the same 
necessary for the public convenience in executing the pro- 
visions of this act. 

Sec. 8. And be U further emzded, That the right of way 
for the construction of highways over public lands, not 
reserved for public uses, is hereby granted. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That whenever, by pri- 
ority of possession, rights to the use of water for mining, 
agricultural, manufacturing, or other purposes, have vested 
and accrued, and the same are recognized and acknpwledged 
by the local customs, laws, and the decisions of courts, the 
possessors and owners of such vested rights shall be main- 
tained and protected in the same; and me right of way for 
the construction of ditches and canals for the purposes 
aforesaid is hereby acknowledged and confirmed; Provided, 
however, that whenever, after the passage of this act, any 
person or persons shall, in the construction of any ditch or 
canal, injure or damage the possession of any settler on the 
public domain, the party committing such injury or damage 
shall be liable to the party injured for sucn injury or 
damage. 

Sec. 10 . And be it further enacied. That whenever, prior 
to the passage of this act, upon fche lands heretofore desig- 
nated as mineral lands, which have been excluded from 
survey and sale, there have been homesteads made by citi- 
zens of the United States, or persons who have declared 
their intention to become citizens, which homesteads have 
been made^ improved, and used for agricultural purposes, 
and upon which Hiere have been no valuable mines of gold, 
silver, cinnabar, or copper discovered, and which are prop- 
erly agricultural lands, the said settlers or owners of such 
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homesteads shall have a right of pre-emption thereto, and 
shall be entitled to purchase the same at the price of one 
dollar jind twenty-five cents per acre, and in quantity not to 
exceed one hundred and sixty acres; or said parties may 
avail themselves of the provisions of the > Act of Congress, 
approved May twenty, eighteen hundred and sixty-two, en- 
titled ''An act to secure homesteads to actual settlers on the 
public domain," and acts amendatory thereof. 

Sec. 11. Arid be U further enacted, That upon the su)*vey 
of the lands aforesaid, the Secretary of the Interior may 
designate and set apart such portions of the said lands as 
are clearly agricultural lands, which lands shall thereafter 
be subject to pre-emption and sale as other public lands of 
the United States, and subject to all the laws and regula- 
tions applicable to the same. 

Approved, July 26, 1866. 



Mining Statute of July 9, 1870. 

Chap. CCXXXV. — An Act to amend '* An Act granting the 
right of way to ditch and canal owners over the public 
lands, and for other purposes." 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United Slates of America in Congress assembled. That the 
act granting the right of way to ditch and canal owners over 
the public lands, and for other purposes, approved July 
twenty-six, eighteen hundred and sixty-six, be, and the 
same is hereby amended, by adding thereto the following 
additional sections, numbered twelve, thirteen, fourteen, 
fifteen, sixteen, and seventeen^ respectively, which shall 
hereafter constitute and form a part of the aforesaid act. 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That claims usually 
called "placers," including all forms of deposit, excepting 
veins of quartz, or other rock in place, shall be subject to 
entry and patent under this act, under like circumstances 
and conditions, and upon similar proceedings, as are pro- 
vided* for vein or loae claims ; Provided, that where the 
lands have been previously surveyed by the United States, 
the entry, in its exterior limits, shall conform to the legal 
subdivisions of the public lands, no further survey or plat 
in such case being required, and the lands may be paid for 
at the rate of two dollars and fifty cents per acre ; Provided, 
further, that legal subdivisions of forty acres may be sub- 
divided into ten-acre tracts ; and that two or more persons, 
or associations of persons, having contiguous claims of any 
size, although sucn claims may be less than ten acres each, 
may make joint entry thereof ; And, provided further, that 
no location of a placer claim, hereafter made, shall exceed 



Jaly 9, 1870.] MINING STATUTES. 7 

one hundred andvsixty acres for any one person or associa- 
tion of persons, which location shall conform to the United 
States surveys : and nothing in this section contained shall 
defeat or impair any bona fide pre-emption or homestead 
claim upon agricultural lanas, or authorize the sale of the 
improvements of any bona fide settler to any purchaser. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted. That where said per- 
son or association, they and their grantors, shall have held 
and worked their said claims for a period equal to the time 
prescribed by the statute of limitations for mining claims 
of the State or Territory wherr the same may be situated, 
evidence of such possession and working of tne claims for 
such period shall be sufficient to establish a right to a pat- 
ent thereto under this act, in the absence of any adverse 
claim ; Provided, however^ that nothing in this act shall be 
deemed to impair any lien which may have attached in any 
way whatever to any mining claim or property thereto at- 
tached prior to the issuance of a patent. 

Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That all ex-parte affi- 
davits required to be made under this act, or the act of 
which it is amendatory, may be verified before any officer 
authorized to administer oaths within the land district where 
the claims may be situated. 

Sec. 15. And be it further enacted. That Registers and 
Keeeivers shall receive the same fees for services under this 
a^t as are provided by law for like services under other acts 
of Congress ; and that effect shall be given to the foregoing 
act according to such regulations as may be prescribed by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That so much of the 
act of March third, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, enti-r 
tied "An Act to provide for the survey of the public lands 
of California, the granting of pre-emption rights, and for 
other purposes," as provides that none other than township 
lines shall be surveyed where the lands are mineral, is 
hereby repealed. And the public surveys are hereby ex- 
tended over all such lands ; Provided, that all subdividing 
of the surveyed lands into lots of less than one hundred 
and sixty acres may be done by county and local surveyors 
at the expense of tne claimants ; And, provided further, that 
nothing herein contained shall require the survey of waste 
or useless land. 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted. That none of the rights 
conferred by sections five, eight, and nine of the act of which 
this is amendatory shall be abrogated by this act ; and the 
same are hereby extended to aU public lands affected by 
this act ; and all patents granted, or pre-emption or home- 
steads allowed, shall be subject to any vested and accraed 
water rights, or rights to ditches and reservoirs used in 
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connection with such'water rights as may have been ac- 
quired under or recognized by the ninth "section of the act 
of which this act is amendatory. But nothing in this act 
shall be construed to repeal, impair, or in any way affect 
the provisions of the " Act granting to A. Sutro the right 
* of wa^ and other privileges to aid in the construction of a 
draining and exploring tunnel to the Comstock lode, in the 
State of Nevada," approved July twenty-fifth, eighteen hun- 
dred and sixhr-six. 
Approved July 9, 1870. 



MlDlng Statute of May 10, 1872. 

An Act to promote the development of the mining re- 
sources of the United States. 

Be U enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of Ameinca, in Congress assembled, That all 
valuable mineral deposits in land belonging to the United 
States, both surveyed and unsurveyed, are hereby declared 
to be free and open to exploration and purchase, and the 
lands in which they are found to occupation and purchase, 
by citizens of the United States, and those who have de- 
clared their intention to become such, under regulations 
prescribed by law, and according to the local customs or 
rules of miners, in the several mining districts, so far as 
the same are applicable and not inconsistent with the laws 
of the United otates. 

Sec. 2. That mining claims upon veins or lodes of 
quartz or other rock in place, bearing gold, silver, cinna- 
bar, lead, tin, copper, or other valuable deposits heretofore 
located, shall be governed, as to length along the vein or 
lode, by the customs, regulations, and laws in force at the 
date of their location. A mining claim located after the 
passage of this act, whether located by one or more persons, 
may equal, but shall not exceed, one thousand five hundred 
feet in length along the vein or lode; but no location of a 
mining claim shall be made until the discoverv of the vein 
or lode within the limits of the claim located. No claim 
shall extend more than three hundred feet on each side of 
the middle of the vein at the surface, nor shall any claim 
be limited, by any mining regulation, to less that twenty- 
five feet on each side of the middle of the vein at the sur- 
face, except where adverse rights existing at the passage of 
this act shall render such limitation necessary. The end 
lines of each claim shall be parallel to each other. 

Sec. 3. That the locators of all mining locations hereto- 
fore made, or which shall hereafter be made, on any mineral 
vein, lode, or ledge, situated on the public domain, their 
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heirs and assigns, where no adverse claim exists at 
the passage of this act, so long as they comply with 
the laws of the United States and the State, . Territorial, 
and local regulations, not in conflict with said laws 
of the United States, governing their possessory title, 
shall have the exclusive right of possession and enjoy- 
ment of all the surface included within the lines of their 
locations, and of all veins, lodes, and ledges, throughout 
their entire depth, the top or apex of which lies inside of 
such surface lines extended downward vertically, although 
such veins, lodes, or ledges may so far depart from a per- 
pendicular in their course downward as to extend outside 
the vertical side-lines of said surface locations : Provided, 
that their right of Dossession to such outside parts of such 
veins or ledges shall be confined to such portions thereof as 
lie between vertical planes drawn downward as aforesaid, 
through the end-lines of their locations, so continued in 
their own direction that such planes will intersect such ex- 
terior parts of said veins or ledges. And, provided furtlier. 
That nothing in this section shall authorize the locator or 
possessor of a vein or lode which extends, in its downward 
course, beyond the vertical lines of his claim, to enter upon 
the surface of a claim owned or possessed bv another. 

Seo. 4. That where a tunnel is run for the development 
of a vein or lode, or for the discovery of mines, the owners 
of such tunnel shall have the right of possession of all veins 
or lodes within three thousand feet irom the face of such 
tunnel, on the line thereof, not previously known to exist, 
discovered in such tunnel, to the same extent as if discov- 
ered from the surface; and locations on the lines of such 
tunnel of veins or lodes not appearing on the surface, made 
by other parties after the commencement of the tunnel, and 
while the same is being prosecuted with reasonable dili- 
gence, shall be invalid; but failure to prosecute the work 
on the tunnel for six months shall be considered as an. 
abandonment of the right to all undiscovered veins on the 
line of said tunnel. 

Sec. 6. That the miners of each mining district may 
make rules and regulations, not in conflict with the laws of 
the United States, or with the laws of the State or Territory 
in which the district is situated, governing the location, 
manner of recording, amount of work necessary to hold 
possession of a mining claim, subject to the following re- 

auirements: The location must oe distinctly marked on 
le ground so that its boundaries can be readily traced. 
All records of mining claims hereafter made shall contain 
the name or names of the locators, the date of the location, 
and such 6 description of the claim or claims, located by 
reference to some natural object or permanent monument. 
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as will identify the claim. On each claim located after the 
passage of this act, and until a patent shall have been issned 
therefor, not less than one hundred dollars worth of labor 
shall be performed, or improvements made during each 
year. On all claims located prior to the passage of this 
act, ten dollars worth of labor shall be performed or im- 

{)rovements made each year for each one hundred feet in 
ength along the vein, until a patent shall have been issued 
therefor; but where such claims are held in common, such 
expenditure may be made upon any one claim; and upon a 
failure to comply with these conditions, the claim or mine 
upon which such failure occurred shall be opened to reloca- 
tion in the same manner as if no location of the same had 
ever been made : Provided, that the original locators, their 
heirs, assigns, or legal representatives, have not resumed 
work upon the claim after such failure and before such 
location. Upoi^ the failure of any one of several co-ownerB 
to contribute his proportion of tne expenditures required 
by this act, the co-owners who have performed the labor or 
made the improvements may, at the expiration of the year, 
give such delinquent co-owner personal notice in writing, 
or notice by publication in the newspaper published nearest 
the claim, for at least once a week for ninety days, and if, 
at the expiration of ninety days after such notice in writing 
or by publication, such delinquent should fail or refuse to 
contribute his proportion to comply with this act, his inter- 
est in the claim shall become the property of his co-owners 
who have made the required expenditures. 

Beg. 6. That a patent for any land claimed and located 
fon valuable deposits may be obtained in the following 
manner : Any person, association, or corporation, author- 
ized to locate a claim under this act, having claimed and 
located a piece of land for such purposes, who has, or have, 
complied with the terms of this act, may file in the proper 
land office an application for a patent, under oath, showing 
guch compliance, together with a plat and field-notes of the 
claim or claims in common, made by or under the direction 
of the United States Surveyor-general, showing accurately 
the boundaries of the claim or claims, which shall be dis- 
tinctly marked by monuments on the grounds, and shall 
post a copy of such plat, together with a notice of such ap- 
plication for a patent, in a conspicuous place on the land 
embraced in such plat, previous to the filing of the applica- 
tion for a patent, and shall file an affidavit of at least two 
persons, that such notice has been duly posted as aforesaid, 
and shall file a copy of said notice in such land office, and 
shall thereupon be entitled to a patent for said land in the 
manner following : The Kegister of the land office, upon 
the filing of such application, plat, and field-notes, notices. 
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and affidavits, shall ptiblisli a notice that such application 
has been made, for tne period of sixty days, in a newspaper 
to be bj him designated as published nearest to said claim ; 
and he shall also post such notice in his office for the same 
period. The claimant, at the time of filing his application, 
or at any time thereafter, within the sixty days of publica- 
tion, shall j&le with the Register a certificate of the United 
States Surveyor-general that five hundred dollars worth of 
labor has been expended, or improvements made upon the 
claim by himself or grantors ; that the plat is correct, with 
such further description by such reference to natural ob- 
jects or permanent monuments as shall identify the claim, 
and furnish an accurate description to be incorporated in 
the patent. At the expiration of the sixty days of publica- 
tion, the claimant shall file his affidavit, showing that the 
plat and notice have been posted in a conspicuous place on 
the claim during said period of publication. If no adverse 
claim shall have been filed with the Begister and the Be- 
ceiver of the proper land office at the expiration of the 
sixty days of publication, it shall be assumed that the ap- 
plicant IS entitled to a patent, upon the payment to the 
proper officer of five dollars per acre, and that no adverse 
claim exists, and thereafter no objection from third parties 
to the issuance of a patent shall be heard, except it be 
shown that the applicant has failed to comply with this 
act. 

Sec. 7. That where an adverse claim shall be filed dur- 
ing the period of publication, it shall be upon oath of the 
person or persons making the same, and shall show the nat- 
ure, boundaries, and extent of such adverse claim : and all 
proceedings, except the publication of notice, and making 
and filing of the affidavit thereof, shall be stayed until the 
controversy shall have been settled or decided by a Court 
of competent jurisdiction, or the adverse claim waived. It 
shall be the duty of the adverse claimant, Within thirty days 
after filing hia claim, to commence proceedings in a court 
of competent jurisdiction, to determine the question of the 
right of possession, and prosecute the same with reasonable 
diligence to final judgment ; and a failure to do so shall be 
a waiver of his adverse claim. After such judgment shall 
have been rendered, the party entitled to the possession of 
the claim, or any portion thereof, may, without giving fur- 
ther notice, file a certified copy of the judgment-roll with 
the Begister of the land office, together with the certificate 
of the Surveyor-general that the requisite amount of labor 
has been expended, or improvements made thereon, and 
the description required in other cases, and shall pay to the 
Receiver five dollars per acre for his claim, together with 
the proper fees, whereupon the whole proceedings and the 
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judgment-roII shall be certified by t]ie Bister to the Oom- 
missioner of the General Land Office, and a patent shall 
issue thereon for the claim, or such portion thereof as 
the applicant shall appear, from the decision of the 
court, to rightly possess. If it shall appear, from the 
decision of the court, that seyeral parties are entitled to 
separate and different portions of the claim, each party 
may pay for his portion of the claim, with the proper fees, 
and file the certificate and description by the Surveyor- 
general, whereupon the Begister shall certify the proceed- 
ings andJudgment-roU to i£e Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, as in the preceding case, and patents shall is- 
sue to the several parties according to their respective rights. 
Proofs of citizenship under this act, or the acts of July 
twenty-sixth, eighteen hundred and sixty-six, and July 
ninth, eighteen hundred and seventy, in the case of an in- 
dividual, may consist of his own affidavit thereof ; and, in 
case of an association of persons unincorporated, of the 
affidavit of their authorized agent, made on his own knowl- 
edge, or upon information and belief, and in case of a cor- 
poration organized under the laws of the United States, or 
of any State or Territoir of the United States, by the filing 
of a certified copy of their charter or certificate of incor- 
poration ; and nothing herein contained shall be construed 
to prevent the alienation of the title conveyed by a patent 
for a mining claim to any person whatever. 

Sec. 8. That the description of vein or lode claims, upon 
surveyed lands, shall designate the location of the claim 
with reference to the lines of the public surveys, but need 
not conform therewith ; but where a patent shall be issued 
as aforesaid for claims upon unsurveved lands, the Surveyor- 
general, in extending the surveys, shall adjust the same to 
the boundaries of such patented claim, according to the plat 
or description thereof, but so as in no case to interfere with 
or change the location of any such patented claim. 

Seo. 9. That sections one, two, three, four and six of an 
act entitled "An Act granting the right of way to ditch 
and canal owners over ine public lands, and for other pur- 
poses,** approved July twenty-sixth, eighteen hundred and 
flixty*six, are hereby repealed, but such repeal shall not affect 
existing rights. Applications for patents for mining claims 
now pending may be prosecuted to a final decision in me Gen- 
eral Land Office ; but in such cases, where adverse rights are 
not affected thereby, patents may issue in pursuance of the 

Erovisions of this act; and all patents for mining claims 
eretofore issued under the act of July twenty-sixth, eighteen 
hundred and sixty-six, shall convey all the rights and privi- 
leges conferred by this act, where no adverse rights exist at 
the time of the passage of this act. 
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Sec. 10. That the act entitled ''An Act to amend an act 
granting the right of way to ditch and canal owners over 
the public lands, and for other purposes," approved July 
ninth, eighteen hundred and seventy, shall be and remain 
in full force, except as to the proceedings to obtain a pat- 
ent, which shall De similar to the proceeding prescrioed 
by sections six and seven of this act for obtaining patents 
to vein or lode claims; but where said placer claims shall 
be upon surveyed lands, and conform to legal subdivision, 
no further survey or plat shall be reauired, and all placer 
mining claims hereafter located shall conform as near as 
practicable with the United States s^'stem of public land 
surveys and the rectangular subdivisions of such surveys, 
and no such location shall include more than twenty acres 
for each individual claimant; but where placer claims can 
not be conformed to legal subdivisions, survey and pint 
shall be made as on unsurveyed lands; Provided^ That pro- 
ceedings now pending may be prosecuted to their final de- 
termination under existing laws; but the provisions of 
this act, when not in conflict with existing laws, shall apply 
to such cases; And^ provided aho, That where, by the segre- 
gation of mineral land in any legal subdivision, a quantity 
of agricultval land less than forty acres remains, said frac- 
tional portion of agricultural land may be entered by any 
party qualified by law, for homestead or pre-emption pur- 
poses. 

Sec. 11. That where the same person, association, or 
corporation, is in possession of a placer claim, and also a 
vein or lode included within the boundaries thereof, appli- 
cation shall be made for a patent for the placer claim, with 
the statement that it includes such vein or lode, and in such 
case (subject to the provisions of this act and the act enti- 
tled "An Act to amend an act granting the right of way to 
ditch and canal owners over the public lands, and for other 
purposes," approved July binth, eighteen hundred and 
seventy) a patent shall issue for the placer claim, including 
such vein or lode, upon the payment of five dollars per acre 
for such vein or lode claim, and twenty-five feet of surface 
On each side thereof. The remainder of the placer claim, 
or any placer claim not embracing any vein or lode claim, 
shall De paid for at the rate of two dollars and fifty cents 
per acre, together with all costs of proceedings; and where a 
vein or lode, such as is described in the second section of 
this act, is known to exist within the boundaries of a placer 
claim, an application for a patent for such placer claim, 
which does not include an application for the vein or lode 
claim, shall be construed as a conclusive declaration that 
the claimant of the placer claim has no right of possession 
of the vein or lode claim; but where the existence of a vein 
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or a lode in a placer claim is not known, a patent for the 
placer claim snail convey all valuable mineral and other 
deposits within the boundaries thereof. 

Sec. 12. That the Surveyor-general of the United States 
may appoint, in each land district containing mineral lands, 
as many competent surveyors as shall apply for appointment 
to survey mining claims. The expenses of the survey of 
vein or lode claims, and the survey and subdivision of 
placer claims into smaller quantities than one hundred and 
sixty acres, toge.ther with the cost of publication of notices, 
shall be paid by the applicants, and tney shall be at liberty 
to obtain the same at tne most reasonable rates, and they 
shall also be at liberty to employ any United States Deputy 
Surveyor to make the survey. The Commissioner of the 
General Land Office shall also have power to establish the 
maximum charges for surveys and publication of notices 
under this act; and, in case of excessive charges for publi- 
cation, he may designate any newspaper published in a land 
district where mines are situated, for the publication of 
mining notices in such district, and fix the rates to be 
charged by such paper; and, to the end that the Commis- 
sioner may be fully informed on the subject, each applicant 
shall file with the Ilegister a sworn statement of all cnarges 
and the f^es paid by said applicant for publication&nd survey, 
together with all fees and money paid the Begister and the 
Eeceiver of the Land Office, which statement shall be trans- 
mitted, with the other papers in the case, to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. The fees of the Register 
and the Beceiver shall be five dollars each for filing and 
acting upon each application for patent or adverse claim 
filed, and they shall be allowed the amount fixed by law for 
reducing testimony to writing — when done in the Land 
Office, such fees and allowances to be paid by the respec- 
tive parties — and no other fees shall be charged by them in 
such cases. Nothing in tKis act shall be. construed to en- 
large or affect the rights of either party in regard to any 
property in controversy at the time of the passage of this 
act, or of the act entitled ^'An Act granting the right of 
way to ditch and canal owners over the public lands, and 
for other purposes," approved July twenty-sixth, eighteen 
hundred and sixty-six; nor shall this act affect any right 
acquired under said act; and nothing in this act shall be 
construed to repeal, impair, or in any way affect the pro- 
visions of the act entitled '^ An Act granting to A. Sutro the 
right of way and other privileges to aid in the construction 
of a draining and exploring tunnel to the Comstock lode, in 
the State of Nevada," approved July twenty-fifth, eighteen 
hundred and sixty-six. 

Sec. 13. That all affidavits required to be made under 
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this act, or the act of which it is amendatory, may be veri- 
fied before any officer authorized to administer oaths within 
the land district where the claims may be situated, and all 
testimony and proofs may be taken before any such officer, 
and, when duly certified by the officer taking the same, 
shall have the same force and effect as if taken before the 
Begister and Beceiver of the Land Office. In cases of con- 
test as to the mineral or agricultural character of land, the 
testimony and proofs may be taken as herein provided, on 
personal notice of at least ten days, to the opposing party; 
or if said party cannot be found, then by puDiication of at 
least once a week for thirty days in a newspaper, to be 
designated by the Register of the Land Office as published 
nearest to the location of such land; and the Begister shall 
require proof that such notice has been given. 

oEC. 14. That where two or more veins intersect or cross 
each other, priority of title shall govern, and such prior 
location shall be entitled to all ore or mineral contained 
within the space of intersection; Provided, however, That 
the subsequent location shall have the right of way through 
said space of intersection for the purpose of the convenient 
working of the said mine : And tyrnvided, also, That where 
two or more veins unite, the oldest or prior location shall 
take the vftn below the point of union, including all the 
space of intersection. 

Sec. 15. That where non-mineral land, not contiguous 
to the vein or lode, is used or occupied by the proprietor 
of such vein or lode for mining or milling purposes, such 
non-adjacent surface-ground may be embraced and included 
in an application for a patent for such vein or lode, and the 
same may be patented therewith, subject to the same pre- 
liminary requirements as to survey and notice as are appli- 
cable under this act to veins or lodes; Provided, That no 
location hereafter made of such non-adjacent land shall ex- 
ceed five acres, and payment for the same must be made at 
the same rate as fixed by this act for the superfices of the 
lode. The owner of a quartz mill or reduction works, not 
owning a mine in connection therewith, may also receive a 
patent for his mill-site as provided in this section. 

Sec. 16. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent 
herewith are hereby repealed; Provided, that nothing con- 
tained in this act shall oe construed to impair, in any way, 
rights or interests in mining property acquired under exist- 
ing laws. 

Approved May 10, 1872. 
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DECISIONS. 



Witnesses and Testimony. 

Depabtbeent of the Imtebiob, 

General Land Office, August 15, 1868. 

Begister and Receiver^ U. 8. Land Office^ Hdena, Montana 

Territory: 

Gentlemen: In answer to the first question in jour letter 
of the 30th ultimo, you are informed that the law provides 
no compulsory process to secure the attendance of witnesses 
before Registers and Receivers, neither as to proceedings 
under the mining, the pre-emption, nor the homestead acts, 
no instance being remembered of any particular difficulty 
arising from this want of power. Parties serva their own 
subpenas, and it can seldom happen that a hona fide claim- 
ant; will experience any trouble in obtaining the necessary 
testimony. 

In reply to the second question, you are advised that ex- 
parte amdavits may be received generally in applications 
under the mining act; reasonable care being required on 
the part of the Register and Receiver, not to suner them- 
selves to be imposed upon by pretended affidavits or reck-^ 
less or dishonest witnesses. 

The officers before whom the affidavit is made should 
usually be able to certify to the credibility of the witness; 
yet where such is not the case, and the deponent is a 
stranger to you, it will be proper for you to reg[uire his 
character for truth to be established to your satisfaction, 
before giving credit to his affidavit, in all cases where the 
question deposed to is not merely technical, but goes to the 
merits of the claim. 

The law requires that you should be satisfied of the truth 
of the testimony offered, in whatever form it may be pre- 
sented, and, in arriving at this result, you are not to be 
cramped by any technical rules, but are left to the exercise 
of sound judgment, and an honest, upright purpose to per- 
form your duties faithfully, doing equal ana exact justice 
alike to the government employing and reposing confidence 
in you, and to the parties wJio are obliged to submit claims 
to your preliminary examination. 
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Where these qualities are properly exercised, they will 
frequently be more successful in accomplishing the desired 
end, than all the technicalities found in books. 

In applications under the mining act, there will not, as a 
general thing, be any adverse parties to notify of the time 
and place of taking testimony, for the law has not charged 
the local law officers with the duty of adjusting the adverse 
claims of opposing parties. Its remedies are limited to 
mines ''in regard to whose possession there is no contro- 
versy or opposing claim." The very fact then of there being 
adverse parties, shows the claim to be one for adjustment in 
the local courts, before it is in a condition to be presented 
under the mining act. 

Tour third question is answered by the act of July 2, 
1864, third section, vol. 13, page 351, Stats, at Large, in 
which Congress ha»s prescribed the policy of not excluding 
any witness in the courts of the United states, on account 
of being a party to, or interested in, the issue tried. It is 
altogether proper that the same rule should be observed in 
proceedings before the Executive Department, and you are 
instructed to be governed by that principle. 

The weight of the evidence is of course still a matter for 
your judgment, as in all other cases where a witness may be 
supposed to be laboring under a bias, or to have a stronger 
motive to incline to one side more than the other, in his 
testimony. 

Yery respectfully. 

Your obedient servant, 

Jos. S . Wilson, Commissioner. 



livery Person affboted by a Deoision should be heard. 

Depabtment of the Intebiob, 

Genebal Laiu) Office, jOctober 16, 1868. 

Beg^isier and Receiver^ U. 8. Land Office^ MaryarnUe, California: 

Gentlemen: The Schofield patent will be transmitted to 
you to-morrow accompanied by a letter of advice, referring 
among other matters to a filing upon the N.W. qr. section 
25, T. 16, N. B. 8 E. Mt. Do. Mer., by E. B. Mock, con- 
flicting with the Schofield mining claim, which letter you will 
carefully examine and see that the instructions are promptly 
carried into eflfecl. / 

It has not been thought proper to delay the preparation 
of the patent until the pre-emptor could be made a party to 
the record, notwithstanding his settlement is alleged to have 
been made in 1868, inasmuch as mineral lands are expressly 
excluded from the privileges of the pre-emption or home- 

2 
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stead laws, not only by the act of 1841, but also by the 
seventh section of tne act of May 30, 1862, extending pre- 
emption rights to unsurveyed lands in California. Never- 
theless, every person affected by a decision rendered should 
have an opportunity of being heard, and as it does not ap- 
pear from the papers in this case that Mock was maae 
aware of the proceedings in the Schofield application, you 
will see that such opportunity is extended to him as ex- 
plained in the letter accompanying the patent. 

********* 

Very respectfully, 

Tour obedient servant, 

Jos. S Wilson, Commissioner. 



Legality of Taxing Mining CMms ^crhile the title is n 

the United States. 

Department of the Interior, 

General Land Office, December 11, 1868. 

Geo. W. Probasco, Esq., Shingle Springs, Calif m-nia: 

Sir: In reply to your letter of October 6, lg68, request- 
ing the opinion of the Commissioner as to the legality of 
assessing and taxing mining claims, by the State authori- 
ities while the title still remains in the United States, I 
have to reply that the question submitted is one in refer- 
ence to which this office nas no duties to perform, and con- 
sequently has no authority to pass upon it in any shape. 

Very respectfully, 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 



Assignment of Patents. 

Department of the Interior, 

General Land Office, January 21, 1869. 

G. W. Waeren, Esq., 42 Court Street, Boston, Mass: 

Sir: Referring to your letter of the 14th, you are in- 
formed that there are no regulations or rules governing the 
assignment of patents issued by this office. Such patents 
are deeds conveying to the grantees the title to certain land 
previously existing in the united States; and if these par- 
ties desire to transfer to others the title thus acquired, they 
must of course conform to the laws of the hcus rd sitoe 
relating to the conveyance of realty. 

Very respectfully, 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 
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Greneral Ijand Office cannot Supervise or Disregard De- 
cisions of Courts. 

DEPABTMEirr OF THE INTERIOR, 

General Land Office, January 26, 1809. 

Hon. a. a. Sargent, 307 Delaware Av., Washington, D. C: 

Sib: * * * It may be true, for aught that this office 
knows to the contrary, that the Inimitable Co. lost its case 
in the California court, through its attorneys; but if so, 
the injury is one this office has no power to coitect. It can 
neither supervise nor disregard the decisions rendered by 
such courts in cases of conflicting claims to the possession 
of mining property under the local customs, and until the 
Inimitable Co. can procure a reversal of the judgment 
against it in the case above referred to, no patent can be 
issued to it for the premises in controversy in the suit be- 
tween it and the Union Copper Company. 

Very respecfcmlly, 

xour obedient servant, 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 



Circular Instructions Apply to all U. S. Mineral Lands. 

Department of the Interior, 

General Land Office, January 28, 1869. 

Messrs. E. Alvobd & Son, Sandusky, Ohio: 

Gentlemen: Bef erring to your letter of the 4th, inauiring 
whether circulars in relation to mining claims issued from 
this office apply to other than lands surveyed and returned 
as mining lan<ls: you are informed that they apply to all 
lands the title of which is in the United States, whether 
surveyed or unsurve^ed, containing either gold, silver, cin- 
nabar, or copper, in quantities .sufficient to lead to their 
development as mines, and bring them under the operation 
of the local mining customs of the respective mining dis- 
tricts. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 



Any Member of a Company may be Agent fbr all. Ap- 
plicants for Patent must have the Loccd Possessory 
Right. 

Department of the Interior, 

General Land Office, January 28, 1869. 

Register and Receiver JJ. S. Land Office, Fairplay, Colorado: 

Gentlemen : * * *> He desires to know. First — whether 
one member of a mining company can file an adverse claim 
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in behalf of the whole, or whether each member must ap- 

Eear in person before the Begister and Beceiver, as he states 
as been required in your office. If the claimants are in 
fact associated as a company, their united interests consti- 
tuting but one claim, patentable on the expenditure of but 
one thousand dollars in labor and improyements, there is no 
question as to the right of such company to appear by an 
authorized agent or attorney, and no reason appears why 
any one of the several members may not be thus authorized. 
This is the usual practice in other States and Territories, 
not only as to incorporated companies, but in respect to 
those not incorporated; and as the indiyiduals composing 
these associations are often widely scattered, a different rule 
would frequently render proceedings under the mining act 
impracticable. Where tne interest is of such a mutual 
character as it is in the case of these companies, there 
would seem to be no occasion for requiring the personal 
appearance at the local office of each individual of a com- 
pany, and in adopting rules of practice, the conyenience 
and ability of claimants should receive proper considera- 
tion, onerous and expensive regulations being seldom or 
never required in the administration of the public land 
system. 

Second. Mr. Luttrell further inquires whether an appli- 
cant for a patent, having no possessory claim according to 
the mining laws and regulations of Colorado, can acquire 
title to a claim upon which he has made no improvements, 
and which, by the mining laws of the Territory, is in the 
peaceable possession ol another, who, having failed to see 
the notices said to have been posted and published, 
made no appearance as an adverse claimant untu after the 
expiration of the ninety days. He alleges, in respecttto 
certain applications made before you, that if notices were 
posted at all, they were put on the premises at the time of 
a deep snow, while work in the mines was suspended and the 
miners absent at their respective homes, tne ninety days 
expiring before the resumption of mining operations ; that 
the description, in the newspaper notices, referred to stakes 
and other objects of such a local character that no one could 
tell by reading them what claims they embraced ; and thai 
the use of the compass and chain was at the time impracti- 
cable, on account of the snow on the mountains. 

The mining act authorizes applications for patents by 
persons having previously occupied and improved their 
claims, according to the local customs and rules of miners 
in the district where the same are situated, and who have 
expended in actual labor and improvements thereon an 
amount of not less than one thousand dollars on each claim, 
and such claimants are authorized to include in their appli. 
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cations only those claims to which they have possessory 
titles, under and by virtue of such local castoms, and they 
have no right to include premises to which no such posses- 
sory rights attach. Persons having no possessory rights, 
according to the mining laws and regulations of Colorado, 
and who have not made the improvements required by the 
mining act, are not authorized to apply for patents, and the 
attempt to do so is a fraud, not only against the rightful 
owners, but against the policy of the act itself. * * * 

very respectfully, etc., 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 



Patented Ground is subject to Entry by Adjoining 

Proprietors. 

Department of the Intebior, 

General Land Office, July 22, 1869. 

Register and Receiver^ Sacramento^ California: 

Gentlemen : This office has had under examination the 
application for patent by the Idaho Company for 3,100 
feet of the Eurekt^ Ledge, Nevada County, California, to 
which objection has been made on the part of the Schofield 
Company, on the ground of a possible identity as to the 
location in part of the "Eureka and '*Schofield" ledges. 

Upon examination, it is found that the 3,100 feet of the 
Eureka ledge, claimed by the Idaho Company were located 
nearly four years prior to the discovery and location <'f the 
Schoneld claim ; and, as the latter company has already re- 
ceived a patent for as great a number of feet on the Scho- 
field ledge as our construction of the local and United States 
mining laws will permit them to take, it is not seen in what 
manner they can be injured by the patenting of the Eureka 
ledge to the Idaho Company, granting them ''the right to 
follow said vein or lode, witn its dips, angles, and variations, 
to any depth,*' etc., as expressed in our mining patents. 
The patent issued to said Schofield Company, dated the 
tenth October, 1868, expressly providing by its first condi- 
tion, that "the premises hereby conveyed are subject to 
be entered, and L hereby expreW ma^de subject L such 
entiy by any adjoining proprietors of a vein or lode of gold, 
silver, cinnabar, or copper, in exploring or operating such 
vein or lode, etc." 

It is therefore decided that a patent should issue to said 
Idaho Company for their claim (to which they have proven 
to hold the possessory right) of 3,100 linear feet along the 
Eureka lode, as applied for ; and you will so notify all 
parties in interest, giving the adverse parties thirty days 
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from date of receipt of notice to appeal from this decision 
to the Secretary of the Interior. 

"Very respectfully, etc., 

Job. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 



Sulphur Springs are not regarded as Saline or MineraL 

Dapabtment op the Intebiob, 

General Land Obfige, August 25, 1869. 

Regider and Receiver^ Fairplay, Colorado Territory: 

^ Gentlemen: The testimony shows that no mines of gold, 
silver, cinnabar, or copper, exist upon this land, but that a 
sulphur spring is situated thereon. This office does not re- 
gard sulpnur springs as saline or mineral, so as to come 
within the inhibition of the statutes excluding mineral and 
saline lands from pre-emption entry or scrip location. 

EespectfuUy, etc., 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 



Appliosmts for Different Lodes may be made Adverse 

Claimants toeaoh other. 

Depabtment of the Intebiob, 

Genebal Land Office, Sept, 21, 1869. 

Register and Receiver^ Central City, Colorado: 

Gentlemen: It appears from an affidavit of Harvey B. 
Morse, dented June 26, 1869, on file in this office that on the 
9th July, 1868, he applied for a patent in your office for the 
Ajax, or Big Indian lode, that he had the notice and dia- 
gram posted on the claim, and that the Begister made the 
J)ublication required by law; that on the 21st day of August 
oUowing, James Burrell applied for patent for the Burrell 
lode in the vicinity of the Ajax, posting and publishing 
notices and diagrams as required; that on the 8th October 
next ensuing, said Burrell filed an adverse claim to the 
Ajax lode, claiming that it and the Burrell lode are one 
and the same. 

On the 17th May, 1869, you forwarded the papers in the 
Burrell application indorsing the proof as satisfactory. The 
papers in the application of the Ajax, or Big Indian lode, 
altnough prior in date to the Burrell application, have not 
been forwarded to this office, the reason for which is sup- 
posed to be the filing of an adverse claim by Burrell, as no 
other is known. 

But you will readily perceive that, if Burrell makes him- 
self an adverse claimant to Morse, he, by the same process, 
makes Morse an adverse claimant to himself, inasmuch as 
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the Burrell claim conld not conflict with the Morse claim 
without the Morse claim at the same time conflicting with 
the Buri'ell. Under such circumstances, how can you sus- 
pend the application for the Ajax lode and forward that of 
the Burrell J ode to this office for patent? 
You will please explain fully. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 



Ijooal La-ws govern PurohaBe of other parties' Looations. 

Depabtment of the Intebiob, 

General Land Office, November 6, 1869, 

Thomas Lytle, Esq., Treasure City, Nevada: 

Sir: Referring to the subject of your letter of the twenty- 
third of September last, in which you inquire if ten men 
can ^' locate 200 feet each on a ledge, one or two of them 
buy out all the rest, and then apply and secure a patent for 
aU the ground, by diowing title>y deeds." I reply * * 
the only question for consideration is, whether it would be 
sanctionea by the mining regulations of Nevada. If a pur- 
chase, made in the manner you suggest, is ^ood under the 
mining regulations of Nevada, it is good in the General 
Land Office, provided the one thousand dollars expenditure 
has been made upon it as reauired by the mining act. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 



Haw an Adverse Claimant may Protect his Rights. 

Department of the Interior, 

General Land Office, November 17, 1869. 

Begister and Receiver U. 8. Land Office, Central City, Col: 

Gentlemen: In the case of the application of Christopher 
C. Miller and others for patent on tne Mountain City lode, 
and the counter application of Tierney and others for send- 
ing it to the local courts for the adjustment of their adverse 
claim, this office decides, that the case having been once 
suspended and carried to the courts for such adjudication 
on the application of Tierney & Co., and having been there 
dismissed for want of attention and prosecution .on the part 
of said adverse claimants, cannot be stayed a second time 
for such purpose, but must now proceed upon the applica- 
tion for patent. The adverse claimants, having enjoyed the 
privileges accorded them by the statute, and having had 
their day in court, have but themselves to blame for what- 
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ever of iuconvenience may result from their neglect to 
attend to their own interests. 

It is not shown that thej labored under anj disability to 
prosecute on account of being in the quiet and peaceable 
possession of the property claimed; for, in the first place, 
there is no satisfactory evidence that the Mountain City and 
Tiemey lodes are identical; and, in the second place, if they 
were identical, there is abundant evidence that Miller and 
others occupy and have occupied a portion of it; have made 
a location of it under the mining laws of Colorado, sunk 
shafts and performed other work upon it; and if these acts 
of ownership and possession do not lay a foundation for 
ejectment, it is difficult to tell what would. 

Even if an ejectment; had been impracticable, which it 
was not, there could have been no difficulty in proceeding 
in equity, either by a bill to quiet title, or an injunction to 
restrain Miller & Go. from applying for and obtaining a 
patent from the United States, or, in the event of their ob- 
taining one, constituting them trustees of the same for the 
benefit of the rightful owners of the claim, or possessory 
title, under the laws of Colorado, inasmuch as tne mining 
act requires the patent to be issued only to parties having 
previously occupied and improved the claims according to 
the mining regulations in force in the respective districts. 
The pretense of want of power to prosecute is therefore 
gratuitous, and to send the case into the courts a second 
time would be, under the circumstances, trifling with the 
provisions of the mining act. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 



Water Rights protected by Looal La^^s. 

Depabtment of the Intb:rior, 

General Land Office, Nov. 23, 1869. 

Mr. E. L. M. Camden, 326 Walnut St., Phila.^ Pa, 

Sib: Bef erring to your letter of the 22nd, concerning a 
ditch or canal owned by you in California, submitting the 
query whether your rights to the property are not fully pro- 
tected by the ninth section of the act of J uly 26, 1866, com- 
monly called the mining act, I have to state that the statute 
referred to is the result of a policy on the part of Congress, 
seeking to harmonize the right of sovereignty of the soil, in- 
herent in the general government with certain possessory 
rights growing out of the peculiar condition of things found 
in the mining States and Territories of the west, which 
bad become engrafted upon the public lands through the 
operation of local customs and legislative enactments. Its 



Not. 23, 1869.] THE COHMISSIONEB. 25 

object is to famisli a method of dealing with these conflict- 
ing interests so as not to impair the validitj of either. It 
recognizes and preserves such possessory claims as are 
yalid and effective under local regulations, but it does not 
create them. It substantially emoodies a stipulation that 
the general government, in disposing of the public domain, 
will proceed in such a manner as to protect such rights of 
possession to the same as claimants may be entitled to, 
under such local customs, or laws, at the time of the sale 
by the United States. But these rights derive all their vi- 
tality from local regulations, the act of Congress imparts 
none. It respects mose existing at the date of the sale of 
the public lands, but superadds nothing to their efficiency 
under the local laws. Take away the regulations adopted 
by miner's meetings, or local legislatures, and all rights ac- 
quired under them in respect to lands remaining unsold 
must fail. 

If, therefore, you inquire to what extent the ninth section 
of the mining act protects your property in certain water 
rights in California, or in a particular mining ditch or 
canal, the answer is, that in disposing of the public lands, 
upon which said canal is located, the United States, will, 
under said ninth section, maintain and protect such rights 
in the same as have vested and accrued oy priority of pos- 
session, and which at the time of such disposal are recog- 
nized and acknowledged by the local customs, laws and de- 
cisions of the courts of California. 

In the opinion of the Commissioner, the:^efore, your rights 
in the matter of the canal are primarily regulated by the 
customs, laws and courts of California; and the only pro- 
tection the act of July 26, 1866, can render you, is in uphold- 
ing the integrity of these so far as they may constitute the 
foundation of any right you may have in or to such canal, 
when the general government grants the lands upon which 
it is located, with this addition, that during the time inter- 
vening between the passage of the mining act and the dis- 
posal of the land by the U nited States, you cannot be held 
as a* trespasser on it in respect to any rights thus secured 
to you by such customs and laws of California, or decisions 
of its courts. 

Very respectfully etc., 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 
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Register's and Receiver's Fees for AfOldavits, Certificates, 

or other Writing. 

Defabtbisnt of the Interior, 

General Land Office, Dec. 10, 1869. 

Register and ReceiveTy U. 8, Land Office, Helena, Montana: 

Gentlebcen : This office has received a communication 
from Messrs. Smith & Gulien, of Helena, making inquiries 
as to the fees allowed by law to Begisters and Beceivers, 
for services under the mining a<;t of July 26, 1866. 

In reply to similar inquiries heretofore made, the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office had decided, that as 
the act referred to makes no specific provisions on the sub- 
ject of fees, the question must be determined by a well 
known rule constantly applied in similar cases; and that 
the fees chargeable under this law must be the same as are 
specifically provided for like services under other acts of 
Congress ; that the mining act is substantially a pre-emp- 
tion law; and, as the fourtib and sixth sections of tne act of 
March 21, 1864, amendatory of the Homestead Law, and for 
other purposes, provides that the Begister and Beceiver 
shall each be entitled to receive one dollar and fifty cents 
for their services in acting upon pre-emption claims in Mon- 
tana and the other localities named, and shall be allowed 
jointly at the rate of twenty-two and one half cents per hun- 
dred words for the testimony which may be reduced to 
writing by them, the same act will furnish a rule regulating 
the fees allowed under the act of Julv 21, 1866. 

The charge of twenty-two and a half cents per hundred 
words need not be limited to what is technically called tes- 
timony in courts, but may very properly apply to all writ- 
ten matter necessary to prepare the case for administrative 
action in this office, whether the same be in the form of 
affidavits, certificates, or other appropriate and necessary 
writing, providing the same are prepared by the Begister 
and Beceiver, or according to their direction and under 
their supervision. 

Messrs. Smith & CuUen have been furnished with a copy 
of this letter. 

Very respectfully, 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 
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The Ow^ner of a Lode may folloT^ it to any depth, 
although it may Enter the Iiand Adjoining. 

Depabtmsnt of the Imtekiob, 

General Land Office, January 7, 1870. 

Register and Beceiver TJ. 8, Land Offtce, Sacramento, Oal,: 

Gentlemen : A number of communications have been 
received at this office from Williams & Co., objecting to a 
patent being issued to the Pittsburg Company on the Mt. 
Jo^ lode, on the ground of an alleged connict between the 
claims of these companies. 

In their protest nled with the Surveyor-general on the 
twentieth March last, Williams & Co. object: 1st. Because 
the Pittsburg Company's survey does not correctly desig- 
nate the course of the lode, the former alleging its bearing 
to be N. 7P E., or thereabouts. 2d. That the final survey 
of the Pittsburg Company differs from the preliminary one, 
and from their notice of application for patent, in this : that 
in the final survey the last course is N. 26|^ W., instead of 
N. 19^ W., as in the preliminary and notice. 

They contend that the lode should be out at right angles 
with its general course, and that a line bearing N. 19° W. 
will thus cut it. They were informed that the line is in 
fact the same in both surveys, the only discrepancy consist- 
ing in an erroneous bearing having been given to it in the 
preliminary proceedings, and they now appear to have 
abandoned the objection as originally made, and insist that 
the real conflict is not on the surface, but "under ground." 
In their last communication to their attorney in this city 
they even appear to adopt the bearing of if. 26i° W. as 
designating the true boundary between themselves and 
that company, but complain that the Pittsburg Company, 
in working down in their vein, do not observe this line; 
that they treat it as having relation merely to their surface 
ground, and that they have, as a matter of fact, followed 
the ledge "under ^ound" far beyond this line. 

The ledge or vein, it seems, dips at an angle of 4(P or 
45^, and as the boundary line between the companies on 
the surface does not cut the ledse at right angles with its 
course, but makes a smaller angle on the side of the Pitts- 
burg Company's claim, that company in descending into 
the lode will necessarilv get beyond the line, unless tl^ey 
continually vary from what would be a perpendicular if tne 
vein occupied a vertical position, and this it appears is 
what Williams & Co. contend the Pittsburg Company is 
obliged to do. 

It should be remembered, however, that no patent has 
yet been issued to this company, and if they are now f ol« 
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lowing the ledge in its downward progress far beyond the 
line bounding their surface ground, it is not by virtue of 
any grant emanating from this office, but under tne author- 
ity conferred by the local mining regulations; and if their 
rights in that respect are such 3iat Williams & Co. 
cannot restrain them now, when they are without patent, 
is not easy to perceive what injury they will receive from 
the issuing of the patent, as that document will not confer 
any greater rights as to the manner of working the mine 
than are alreaay possessed under the local rules and cus- 
toms of miners. 

No controversy exists in respect to the number of feet 
claimed on the lode, one company claiming 2,000 feet and 
the other 1,000, and both agree as to the partition post 
dividing one claim from the other. Nor is mere any real 
conflict as to the surface ground, both claimants adopting 
the same identical line as a boundary between them in the 
diagrams filed with their respective applications for patents, 
one designating its bearing as N. 19**^ W. ; the other as N. 
25^^ W., but both marking its termini by the same identi- 
cal posts. 

It is in fact as Williams & Co. represent it, an *' under- 
ground " conflict, and one that cannot be corrected bv a 
modification of the lines on the surface. Evidently such a 
conflict cannot be adjudicated in court under the sixth sec- 
tion of the mining act, for the controversy there contem- 
plated, is one in which the judicial decision would control 
the General Land Office in its subsequent action on the 
application for patent, and would lead to a modification of 
the grant one way or the other, so as to conform it to the 
decision of the court. But no such result could follow from 
the action of the court upon the question raised by Wil- 
liams & Co., because whatever might be determined there, 
the patent issued from this office would still grant ''tlie 
right to follow the vein or lode with its dips, angles and varia- 
tions, to any depth, although it may enter the land adjoining,^* 
the mining act authorizing the grant to be made in this 
form, and no decision of a legal tribunal can nullify this 
statutory requirement. Most assuredly a decision pro- 
ducing no change in the description of tne^ premises, or the 
parties, can in no way control the grant contained in a pat- 
ent, for all its other formal parts are statutory and beyond 
the power of the courts. 

An applicant for a patent under the mining act may in- 
clude surface ground lying on either or both sides of the 
vein, as part of his claim, or he may apply for a patent for 
the vein alone. His rights upon the vein and in working 
into it are precisely the same, whatever may be the form of 
his surface ground, or whether he has any or none. His 
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end lines and the distance between them will be the same 
at all depths as upon the surface, no matter whether the 

{)osition of the yem is vertical, or whether it dips at a 
ess or greater angle. This lesults directly from the right 
granted to the miner by all the local mining customs, as 
well as by the national mining act, of following the vein 
with all its dips, angles, and variations; and the Pittsburg 
Company and Williams & Co. alike possess this privilege 
by the mining regulations of Nevada County, California. 

The Congressional enactment adopts in tiiis respect the 
provisions of the mining customs, subordinating the rights 
of a patentee in respect to the surface ground, to the more 
important rights in respect to the vein, granting the right 
to foUow the latter with all its dips, angles, and variations, 
to any depth, although it may enter the land adjoining, and 
re(]^uiring the adjoining land to be sold subject to this con- 
dition. 

If the vein occupied by these companies descended ver- 
tically into the earth, no controversy would arise between 
them, it is presumed, in respect to the descending boundary 
between their claims. The line would be a per{)endicular, 
and at a depth of 1000 feet the claimants would still measure 
from such perpendicular 1000 feet in one direction and 2000 
in the other, as the extent of their respective claims, at the 
bottom of the cavity made by extracting the ore. If, then, 
we suppose such cavity to have been already made, and 
that, by a convulsion of nature, the vein should be swung 
from a vertical position to that of an angle at which it now 
dips, the cavity would then, in its last position, represent 
such a one as these contestants are now authorized to make, 
by extracting the ore from their respective portions to that 
depth, and the lines of such cavity would represent the 
Hues they are now entitied to follow, either under the min- 
ing customs or the act of Congress. 

If either party is guilty of trespass on the rights of the 
other, the courts are open to them for redress, either before 
or after the issuing of a patent, and such fights are neither 
abridged nor enlarged by the patent. 

The Pittsburg Company's application, having been so long 
suspended, on account of the filing of an opposing claim 
having in fact none of the incidents of an adverse claim, 
under the sixth section of the mining act, will be carried 
into patent without further delay. 

You will notify both parties of this decision. 
Very respectfully, 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 
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Proceedings "c^hen Duplicate Receiver's Receipt is Lost. 

Depabtment of the Intebiob, 

General Land Office, April 18, 1870. 

Begister and Receiver ^ Central City, Colorado: 

Gentlemen : I have to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the seventh instant, in which you state that you 
have received a letter from G. F. Sadd, Esq., secretary of 
the Cascade Silver Mining Company, to the effect that du- 
plicate receipt for Mineral Entry No. 11, Cascade lode, has 
Deen lost, and after careful and diligent search cannot' be 
found, and desiring to be informed how he can obtain the 
patent. 

In reply, I would state that the patent mav be transmitted 
to Mr. Sadd, upon a compliance with the following condi- 
tions, viz.: 

1st. That he furnish you with satisfactory proof, under 
the corporate seal of the company, that he is the duly elected 
Secretary thereof, and authorized to receive the patent for* 
their claim ; and 

2d. His affidavit setting forth that he was in possession 
of said duplicate receipt. No. 11, for the Cascade lode ; that 
the same has been lost ; and that, up to the present time, 
after careful and diligent search, he is unable to find it. 

This affidavit must be taken before an officer duly quali- 
fied to administer oaths, and attested by his seal ; and upon 
filing the same, with the evidence before recited, the patent 
may be sent to him, requesting an acknowledgment of its 
receipt. 

Very respectfully, 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 



Sections Sixteen and Thirty-six, -when Mineral in Char- 
acter, do not pass to the State of Nevada. 

Department of the Intebiob, 

Genebal Land Office, May 24, 1870. 

Register and Receiver U. S. Land Office, Carson City, Nevada: 

Gentlemen : In response to the Register's letter of 23d 
ultimo, inquiring as to the right of the State of Nevada to 
Sections Nos. Sixteen and Thirty-six as school lands, when 
the same are known to contain valuable minerals, I h^-ve 
to state that the (question was submitted to the Secretary 
ol the Interior with the views of this office thereon; the 
concurring opinion of the head of the department on the 
subject, being shown in the inclosed copy of his letter, 
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dated the twentieth instant, and you will be governed ac- 
cordingly. 

The State Begister will be allowed to select other lands 
as indemnity, when School Sections Nos. Sixteen and Thirty- 
six are found to be mineral, and you will so inform him, 
furnishing him a copy of the inclosed decision, the receipt 
of which you are requested to acknowledge. 

Very respectfully, 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 

tINCLOSUEE.] 

Department of the Iktebiob, 

WAsmNOTON, D. C, May 20, 1870. 

Sir : I have received your letter of the 10th instant, in 
relation to the right of the State of Nevada to Sections Six- 
teen and Thirty-six of each township, for school purposes, 
when such sections are found to contain mines. 

The seventh section of the enabling act of 21st March, 
1864, passed at the first session of the o8th Congress, grants 
to saia State said sections, unless sold or otherwise dispos- 
ed of by any act of Congress. 

Joint resolution of the 30th January, 1865, (13 Stat. 567,) 
declares: ''That no act passed at the first session of the 
38th Congress, granting lands to States or corporations, to 
aid in the construction of roads, or for other purposes, or 
to extend the time of grants heretofore made, shall be so 
construed as to embrace mineral lands, which in all cases 
shall be, and are, reserved exclusivelv to the United States, 
unless otherwise specially provided in the act, or acts, 
making the grant.'* 

This joint resolution prescribes a rule of construction 
which, applied to the act, would exclude from its operation 
mineral lands. Such lands are reserved exclusively to the 
United States unless "otherwise specially provided ' in the 
act making the ^ant. 

In view of this legislation, and of the considerations set 
forth in your letter, it seems to be clear that an executive 
officeY must regard a section of land. No. 16 or 36 situate in 
Nevada, and ''rich in minerals," as the property of the 
United States, and not as passing to the State under the 
act and should deal with it accordingly. 

Very respectfully. 

Your obedient servant, 

J. D. Cox, Secretary. 
Hon. Joseph S. Wilson, 

Commissioner of the General Land Office. 
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Purohaae Money is Refunded Only "^hen a Mistake has 

ooourred. 

Depabtment of the Interiob, 

General LAin> Office, September 14, 1870. 

Register and Beceiver, Fairplay^ Colorado : 

Gentlemen : I have received your letter of 20tli ultimo, 
including one from Jas. Marshall Paul, Esq., attorney for 
the South Park Gold Mining and Exploring Company, in 
which it is stated as follows: *' Having become convinced 
that patents for the Honeycomb and !DeMary lodes, Mos- 
quito district, Park Co., Colorado, are not desirable at 
present, we respectfully desire that the papers in the afore- 
mentioned cases be returned to us, and the same withdrawn 
and the purchase money paid remitted to us." 

In response to this, you are requested to inform these 
applicants, that unless they decide to proceed in the cases 
referred to on the basis of our letter to you of seventeenth 
June last, their claims will remain suspended, so far as 
action in this office is concerned (unless an adverse interest 
should be asserted). And with regard to repayment of the 
purchase money, you will inform them that there is no pro- 
vision of law, or regulation of this office, by which the money 
paid for a mining claim may be refuaded, when a decision 
IS made reducing the extent of a claim, except for so much 
of the superficies as is not included in the resei*ves neces- 
sary to cause the claim to conform to the local laws and 
customs of the miners. 

When a decision is rendered, by which a claim errone- 
onsly entered is reduced in si^. the purchase money wiU be 
returned, to the extent necessary to make the payment meet 
the requirement of the law, to wit: five dollars per acre or 
fractional part of an acre, for the area actually embraced 
by the survey made, in accordance with such decision. 

Vei7 respectfully, etc., 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 



Number of Feet on a Iiode that may be located and pur- 
chased in NcT^ Mexico. 

Depabtment of the Imteeiob, 

General Land Office, September 22, 1870. 

Register and Receiver V. S. Land Office^ Santa -Fe, New 

Mexico: 

Gentleicen: This office has examined the papers for- 
warded with the Begister*8 letter of thirtieth July last, in 
the case of the San Augustin Mining Company's applica- 
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tion for a patent for a certain tract of mineral land in town- 
ship 22, south of range 3 east, in Dona Ana County, New 
Mexico, the said tract being claimed by these applicants, 
under the name of the *' San Augustin Mine." 

The examination has, among other things, disclosed the 
fact, that a survey of this claim was executed in the month 
of July, 1870, and that said survey was approved by the 
Surveyor-general of New Mexico, on the twentjr-third of 
that month, but that prior to ^he latter date, viz: on the 
eighteenth day of July, 1870, S. B. Elkins, attorney for the 
''Stephenson Silver Mining Company," filed an adverse 
claim to the premises. 

You will see by the sixth section of the mining act of July, 
26, 1866, that where an adverse claimant appears before 
the approval of the survey, etc., "all proceedings shall be 
stayed until final settlement and adjudication in the courts 
of competent jurisdiction, of the rights of possession to 
such claim, when a patent may issue, as in other cases." 

The action of the Begister and Receiver, therefore, in 
permitting the entry of tne claim to be made, as they did 
on the thirtieth July, 1870, was both premature and irreg- 
ular, and you are hereby directed to notify all the parties m 
interest, that the present application for patent is suspended, 
and that thirty days from the date of your notice to them 
will be allowed the opposing claimants, viz: the Stephenson 
Silver Mining Company, in which to institute proceedings 
in the proper local district court, to effect an adjustment of 
their rights in the premises. 

But even if there had been no opposition to the claim, it 
is not perceived how a patent could issue to the company 
for the number of feet applied for, to wit: 3000 feet along 
the course of the lode, for the following reasons, viz: 

On the 18th of January, 1855, the legislature of the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico passed "an act concerning mining 
claims," which, among other things, provides as follows: 
"That every discoverer of a lode, le^e or vein of gold- 
bearing quartz, or of a lode, crevice or deposit of silver, 
cinnabai*, copper, lead, coal, or any other ore, or the same 
mixed with other metals or ores; shall have the privilege of 
locating and holding as a^inst all persons and powers, ex- 
cept the United States, six hundred feet of the length of 
such lode, ledge, vein, depositor crevice," etc. 

The act provides also, that other persons may each locate 
three hundred feet of the length of such lode', ledge, vein, 
deposit, or crevice, etc., and after specifying the manner in 
wmch such locations are to be perfected and recorded, pre- 
scribes the policy to be observed with regard to abandoned 
mines, or those "upon which mining has not been prose- 
cuted regularly for a period of ten years or more." 

3 
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Such mines are declared by the seventh section of the 
act, 'Wacant and abandoned/ and liable to the operation 
of this act, as fully in all respects, as if they had never been 
occupied or denounced, and he, or they, who shall re-occupy 
such vacant and abandoned mines, shall be entitled to all 
the rights and privileges of original discoverers, as provided 
in this act. Uompanies of two, or more persons, incor- 

I)orat«d, or otherwise, shall have the same rights and privi- 
eges under this act, as single or natural persons, and lo- 
cate and hold, in manner aforesaid, one mining claim of three 
hundred feet for each member of the company, and one dis- 
covery claim; provided, no company shall locate more than 
four claims, including one discovery claim, or one thousand 
five hundred feet in all, upon any one vein or mine. Pro- 
iHded further; a company may acquire by purchase but 
four mining claims, and this under the same conditions that 
bound the vendors." 

From this it will be seen, that while the territorial law 
regulating mining claims in New Mexico fixes the maximum 
of a company location at 1500 feet, being only haJf the maxi- 
mum prescribed by the Congressional enactment, it fixes 
the extent of individual locations at 300 feet, or 100 feet in 
excess of the Congressional limit. 

In dealing therefore with claims in New Mexico, located 
between the dates of January 18th, 1865, and July 26, 1866, 
the said territorial law will be recognized in all respects, 
but with regard to locations made subsequent to July 26, 
1866, it is ruled: 

1st. That no individual location can exceed 200 linear 
feet alon^ the course of the vein or lode, except in the case 
of the discoverer who is entitled to an additional claim of 
200 feet. 

2nd. That no company location can exceed 1500 linear 
feet along the course of the vein ^r lode, and such location 
cannot in any case be made at a rate exceeding 200 feet to 
each member of the company, ^except one of them is the 
discoverer, to whom 200 feet adaitronal are allowed) and to 
allow a company to locate (since the passage of said act of 
Congress) such quantity as would exceed 200 feet to each 
member, other than the discoverer, would be illegal and 
void. 

This restriction to 1500 feet is applicable only to com- 
pany locations, and is not held to affect their right to pur- 
chase the possessory titles to as many adjoining claims 
upon the same lode, as may be authorized by said territo- 
rial law, which limits such right to purchase to four claims, 
and as a '* claim," since the date of the passage of, said act 
of Congress, cannot exceed 200 linear feet of a vein or lode, 
a company having made an original location of 1500 feet, as 
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above specified cannot by purchase obtain a right to more 
than 800 additional feet on the same lode, or 2300 feet in 
the aggregate, being 1500 feet by yirtne of location and 
discovery, and 800 ^t by purchase of adjoining locators. 

In regard to locations made prior to the passage of the 
territorial law aforesaid, the land officers will require proof 
that the claim is in accordance with the local customs or 
regulations of the miners of the district in which such 
claim is situated. In the case under consideration, a copy 
of the laws and regulations, adopted October 10th, 1869, 
by the miners of ''Organ Mountain Mining District" is in- 
troduced as a part of the evidence, but as they are not 
shown to have nad any authority to enact regulations, not 
in accordance with the existing law of the territory, they 
can receive no consideration bv this office. 

In acting upon claims hereafter, you will be governed by 
this decision and by the circular instructions herewith, 
dated August 8, 1870. 

The papers in the case of the San Augustin Mining Com- 
pany's application will be returned, if desired by the claim- 
ants. 

You will notify all the parties in interest of this decision, 
and acknowledge the receipt of this letter, referring to the 
same as N by its date. 

Very respectfully, 

lour obedient servant. 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 



Several Non-contiguous Tracts may be embraced in One 

Application for Patent. 

Depabtmsnt of thb Interior, 

General Land Office, November 19, 1870. 

Hon. A. A. Sargent, House of Bepresentatives, Wdahingion: 

Sib : I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of yesterday, inclosing one herewith returned fi'om 
S. B. McFarland, Esq., dated at Sacramento, Cal., the 
eleventh instant, and with reference to the subject of in- 
qniry, I have to state that where several placer claims have 
been surveyed by the United States for an individual or 
company holding the possessory right thereto, under the 
local laws, there is nothing to prevent the patenting of the 
several tracts or parcels of mineral ground thus surveyed 
as a single entry, and the local land officers will be in- 
structed accordingly. 

With regard to tne matter of newspaper publication in 
such cases, one notice may include a aescription of all the 
tracts or parcels desired to be entered by an individual or 



36 DECISIONS BY [Dec. S, 1870. 

company holding the same, as aforesaid. But such notice 
must give a sufficiently accurate description of each parcel 
or tract applied for, as will enable other parties in the neigh- 
borhood to tell readily what mineral grounds are sought to 
be patented. 

In these cases, it is not deemed proper to make any de- 
parture from our regulations, re<}ui^ diagram and notice 
to be posted on the claim for ninety days, as required by 
law, it being considered essential that a diagram of each 
parcel, together with a copy of the notice of intention to 
apply for a patent therefor, should be posted thereon for 
ninety days. The notice, to be posted for & like period in 
the ACgister'^s office, may consist of a copy of that pub- 
lished in the newspaper, as aforesaid. 

The foregoing, it is not intended, should be understood as 
authorizing the joint entry of parcels or claims situated at 
wide distances from each other in different land or mining 
districts, but simply to enable indiyiduals or companies 
holding seyeral placer claims in the same neighborhood, 
though not contiguous, to effect their entries, and hay& 
their rights adjudicated with as little expense as possible. 

Very respectfully, 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 



Public Lands oontaining Minerals cmxiQot be I^eased. 

DEPABTMEirr OP THE InTEBIOB, 

Genebal Lakd Office, December 8, 1870. 

E. J. Mapes, Esq., Marquette, Mich.: 

Sib : In response to the subject of your inquiry, in letter 
of the twenty-ninth ult. , I haye to state that there is no 
authority of law under which public lands may be leased by 
the goyemment for mining purposes. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 



Application of Reed and Sanders. Adverse Claim Re- 
jected because not Filed before the Surveyor-general's 
Approval of Survey. 

Department of the Ikteriob, 

WAsmNGTON, D. C, February 24, 1871. 

Sir : I haye receiyed your letter (N) of the ninth day of 
December last, transmitting the papers in the case of the 
application of Clinton Beed and Stephen Sanders for a 

Eatent, under the mining statute of July 26, 1866, for one 
undred (100) linear feet, being claim In o. 6 in the Seaton 
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lode, in Idalio Mining District, Clear Creek County, Colo- 
rado Territory. 

It appears that said Beed and Sanders fully complied 
with all the terms and conditions prescribed by the second 
and third sections of that act, and that the Register of the 
Land Office published a notice of their intention to apply 
for a patent, m a newspaper published nearest the location 
of said claim, and also posted said notice in his office for a 
period of ninety days. At the expiration of that period no 
adverse claim nad been filed, and the Surveyor-general, 
upon their application, surveyed the premises and made a 
plat, and indorsed it with his approval on the tenth day of 
September last, designating the number and description of 
the location, the value of the labor and improvements, and 
the character of the vein exposed. 

Payment to the proper officer of five dollars ($5) per acre 
having been made, together with the cost of survey, plat 
and notice, and satismctory evidence having been given 
that the diagram and notice had been posted on the claim 
during the said period of ninety days, and no adverse 
claimant appearing before the approval of the survey, the 
Be^ister transmitted to your office the plat, survey and de- 
scription. The parties having strictly complied with the 
requirements of the law, it became the duty of the General 
Land Office, if no exceptional circumstances occurred, to 
issue a patent for the claim. It appears, however, that the 
papers were received from the local office on the twenty- 
eighth day of September, but that the issue of the patent 
was suspended by reason of a telegram received on the 
thirteenth of October from one Amasa A. Potter, request- 
ing you to retain the patent and stating that letters of ad- 
ministration and the adverse claim of a deceased soldier 
would be sent by mail. The affidavit, received on the 
twenty-sixth of October, states that said Potter is the ad* 
ministrator of Prescott Bussell, who was killed in April, 
1864, while fip^hting bushwhackers in Missouri, in the second 
regiment of Colorado cavalry; that on the second day of the 
following September, Ambrose, only brother and next in 
kin of said Prescott, gave affiant power of attorney to sell 
the property of said Prescott; that in the year lo65 said 
Ambrose died intestate, leaving no heirs at law other than 
Daniel W. Moses, B. and Judah Bussell, residing in Marion, 
Wayne county. New York; that he is familiar with the min- 
ing claim known as No. 6, east of the Seaton lode, for 
which said Beed and Sanders commenced an application 
for a patent on the ninth of May, 1870; that at the time the 
application was made he had been duly appointed adminis- 
trator of the estate of said Prescott, and that he had left 
Colorado to visit said heirs to consult with them in relation 
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to the settlement of the estate; that he saw them, and, in 
pursaance of their advice and instruction, returned and 
made sale, under the order of the Probate Court, of all the 
estate belonging to said Prescott at the time of his decease, 
including the said claim No. 6, as appears bj the deed for 
the same, a copy of which he attaches to his affidavit; that 
he started on tne journey to New York on the third of May, 
1870, and five days prior to the application for patent by 
said Beed and Sanders, and that he did not know of the 
application of said Beed and Sanders until the tenth day of 
October following, three days after he made sale of the 
aforesaid property; that he. then proceeded to obtain an 
abstract of title of said claim, which he attached to his 
affidavit. 

On the first of November last, you wrote to the local offi- 
cers at Central City, that the abstract of title furnished by 
Mr. Potter, shows the claim to have been located by Prescott 
Bussell on the second of November, 1861, and that the cer- 
tified abstract furnished by the ap{)licant& for the patent, 
fails to show this, but shows the claim to have been located 
hj said Beed and Sanders, May 27, 1869, and again on the 
eighth of the following June; and that the abstract fur- 
nished by Potter, shows the claim to have been located by 
different parties, at various dates after the location of Bus- 
sell, and oefore the location of Beed and Sanders. 

Your predecessor, therefore, considered that the right of 
the applicants to pre-empt or locate the property, was not 
shown to his satisfaction, and he opened the case for a trial 
upon its merits, in the proper local courts. 

The applicants have appealed to this Department. Neither 
the act of Congress, nor the regulations approved by my 
predecessor, on the ninth of August last, confer authority 
upon the local office, the General Land Office, or this De- 
partment, to determine adverse or conflicting rights to the 
possession of a lode covered by a mining claim, under that 
act. The sixth section prescribes, that where the adverse 
claimant appears before the approval of the survey, as pro- 
vided in the third section, all proceedings shall be stayed, 
until a settlement and adjudication of the right to posses- 
sion of such claim shall have been made by the courts of 
competent jurisdiction. 

If no adverse claim has been filed within the prescribed 
time, it is the duty of the Surveyor-general to make the 
survey; and if no adverse claimants appear before his ap- 
proval of it, the right of the applicant to a patent seems to 
be established, if his proceedings are in good faith, and in 
strict conformity to law. 

The only objection made by Potter rests upon the alleged 
fact that he had no knowledge of the application of Beed 
and Sanders, until the tenth day of Octooer. 
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Congress has only required that the diagram of the Tein 
or lode of qnartz, or other rock in place, ^onld be filed in 
the local office, and posted in a conspicuous place on the 
claim, together with notice of an intention to apply for a 
patent. The Begister shall publish such notice, and post 
the same in his office in the modh and for a period pre- 
scribed by the act. It was for that body to determine now 
a party claiming adversely, should be notified of the pend- 
ing application. If their reauirements have been strictly 
observed, tiie want of actual personal notice to a person 
whose alleged rights may be injuriously affected, affords no 

I'ust ground for staving the proceedings. Such a person is 
)ound, at least so lar as the Department is concerned, if the 
required notice has been duly given. It is, therefore, en- 
tirely immaterial whether, in this case, said Potter did or 
did not know of the application, until a month after the 
approyal of the survey. 

I may remark, however, that on the seventeenth of June 
last, he made application to the Probate Court of Clear 
Creek Couni^, Colorado, to sell the real estate of Prescott 
Russell. His application was granted, and the purchaser, 
one Charles H. Myers, obtained all the title which the in- 
testate had in the premises, if the proceedings were in due 
form and authorized by law, Potter, as the representative of 
Bussell, had, subsequently to such sale, no interest in the 
properly, and he does not make any claim in his own right. 
be Is not interested, therefore, in the subject-matter, Ind 
no other party resiste the application. 

The appearance of an adverse party before the Surveyor- 
general's approval of the survey, is the only contingency 
mentioned in the sixth section, upon the happening of 
which the proceedings for a patent shall be stayed until the 
conflicting rights of the parties to the possession of the 
claim be judicially determined. In the absence of such 
a contingency, I am of opinion that when the proceedings 
are in good faith and strictly regular, they cannot be right- 
fulhr stayed, nor can the applicants be required to assert 
and establish their rights in the courts. It is true that 
your bureau possesses a general supervision over its sub- 
ordinate officers, and is clothed with ample powers to pre- 
vent the conse€[uenoes of fraud and collusion, and to cor- 
rect irregularities, oases under this act may occur in which 
these powers should be exercised ; but this case is not one 
of them, and I am of opinion that a patent should be is- 
sued. 

The papers are returned. 

I am, Sir, very respectfully, 

Your obedient servant, 

C. Delano, Secretary. 
The Commissioner of the General Laud Office. 
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Placer Claims on Surveyed and Unsurveyed Lands. • 

Depabtment of the Interior, 

General Land Office, March 1, 1871. 

Hon. A, A. Sargent, House of Bepreaentatives: 

Sir: * * * In mining districts over which the Unas 
of the pnblic surveys have not yet been extended, a placer 
claim held and occupied according to the district regula- 
tions, and upon which not less than $1,000 have been ex- 
pended, may, in the absence of an adverse claimant and 
after the usual proceedings, be surveyed, entered and pat- 
ented, whatever may be its shape or area, provided that 
such claim was located at a date prior to the passage of 
said statute of July 9, 1870, which interdicts, after that date, 
the location of a claim by any person, or association of per- 
sons, in extent exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, 
whatever the mining regulations of the district may pre- 
scribe. But upon lands which have been surveyed, no lot 
or claim smaller than ten acres can be patented to any per- 
son, or association of persons, under said act; the subdi- 
vision of forty-acre tracts into ten-acre legal subdivisions, to 
be effected in the manner prescribed by the law and 
instructions. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



Mineral Lands oannot be Approved as State Seleotions. 

Department of the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, March 14, 1871. 

W, H. Lowry, I^., Aitorney-at-LaWy Washington, D, C: 

Sir: Referring to your letter of May 13, 1870, and 11th 
instant, desiring the approval as State selections of Lot 4 
of Sec. 17, Lots 1 and 2, and the N. W. i of N. W. 
t of Sec. 20, and the N. E. i of N. E. J of Sec. 19, 
all in township seven (7) north of range five (5) west, 
Mt. Do. mer., California. I have now to inform you 
that upon an examination of the returns of the survey of 
said township, it is found that all of the aforesaid tracts are 
returned by the surveyor as mineral land, and consequently 
they cannot be approved as State selections, nor disi)osed 
in any manner other than that stipulated in the mining 
statutes of July 26, 1866, and July 9, 1870, unless the min- 
eral character of each tract be first disproved in the manner 
contemplated by the inclosed circular. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 
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Placers must be treated as on Unsxirveyed Land until 
Township Plat is Filed in Local OfBce. 

Department of the Intebiob, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, Maxch 22, 1871. 

Register and Receiver, Sacramento, California : 

Gentlemen : With the Begister's letter of the 6th inst. 
were received copies of the papers filed in the application 
of John C. Bower et al.y for patent under the act of July 
9, 1870, for what is known as the "Powell" placer claim, 
situated in Todd's Valley Mining District, Placer County, 
California, and with reference to the inquiries I would 
reply, that if (as stated) the township plat had not been 
filed in your office at the date of this application, you 
should have considered the claim as upon unsurveyed land, 
and dealt with it accordingly. 

You are, therefore, directed to immediately notify these 
applicants that they will be allowed to proceed with their 
application, and to include in their diagram and notice only 
the mining ground and premises to which they hold the 
right of possession agreeably to the local customs, rules or 
regulations of the miners in the district, or which they have 
by themselves, or grantors, held and worked for a period 
equal to the time prescribed by the statute of limitiGitions 
for mining claims in the State of California. 

In all cases you will deal with claims of this kind as upon 
unsurveyed land, until the township plat approved by the 
Surveyor-general shall have been filed in your office. * * * 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Proceedings -when an Error is discovered in Patent. 

Department of the Interior, 

General Land Office, April 11, 1871. 

J. B. Habdenbergh, Esq., Surveyor-general, San Francisco, 

California: 

Sir: Bef erring to your letter of twentieth ultimo, relum- 
ing the patent issued to the Empire Mining Company for 
their claim on the Ophir Hill ledge or lode, dated March 
14, 1870, which, though an error in the plat and field notes 
^ad been described as located in T. 15, N. B. 8 E. Mt. Do. 
Mer., but which is now shown to be located in T. 16, N. B. 
8 E., 1 have to state that a new patent has been prepared, 
and will be issued to said Empire Mining Company, for 
their [said claim, as in Townsnip sixteen* (16), north of 
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Eange eight (8^ East, Mt. Do. Mer., upon the claimants 
thereof making a relinquishment in writing on the back of 
the patent already issued, of all right, claim, title, or inter-, 
est to the premises despribed therein; said relinquishment 
to be attested under seal, by the clerk of any court within 
the land district in which the claim is situated. 

The patent referred to is herewith returned for that pur- 
pose, and you will inform the Empire Mining Company of 
the contents of this letter, and return said patent to this 
office, when the proper indorsement has been made thereon. 

Very respectfully, 

WiLUS Dbukmond, Commissioner. 



Right of Drainage and Easement Protected. 

Depabtment of the Interiob, 
Genebal Land Oitice, Washington, D. C, April 16, 1871. 

Begister and Receiver, Helenay Montana: 

Gentlemen : I have had under consideration the papers 

submitted with the Register's letter of eighteenth February, 

1871, in the application made by Jessie F. Taylor and Jerry 

G. Smith for a patent under the mining law of ninth July, 

1870, for 29^^ acres of placer mining ground. 

ifr ^ « « « « » 

The foregoing objections of Bernard Collins and Nich- 
olas Wall, do not, in the judgment of this office, constitute 
such an adverse interest as is contemplated by said sixth 
section. They claim none of the mining ground included 
in said application for patent, but simply that they have a 
right to construct a dram ditch and bed-rock flume through 
or across it, to connect with their dumping-ground, as 
aforesaid ; and no suspension of proceedings wm be ordered 
in consideration of the foregoing objections. 

However, lest there exist any misapprehension upon the 
subject, it is thought proper to state, and you will be par- 
ticular to so inform all the parties in interest, that in every 
patent issued by this office for either a lode or placer claim, 
a condition, in view of the fifth section of the mining act, 
is inserted as follows, viz: 

''That in absence of necessary legislation bv Congress, 

the Legislature of may provide rules for working 

the mine hereby granted, involving easements,, drainage, 
and other necessary means to its complete development.' 

It is believed that this condition gives to the Legislature 
of the State or Territory in which a patented claim is sit- 
uated, ample power and authority for the enactment of all 
necessary rules and regulations for the proper working and 
development of* the mines, and this as completely in regard 
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to water ditches and flames, as in any other respect; and if 
parties have, by yirtae of compliance with local laws, eas- 
terns, or regolations of miners, or by decisions of courts, 
acquired the right to construct and maintain ditches or 
flumes across the mining grounds occupied by others, it is 
aot perceived how their rights in this respect will be im- 
paired by the issuing of a patent, or that, if necessary, the 
aid of the courts may not be invoked, as well after the issu- 
ance of a patent as before it. 

* ^ « i^ « « » 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbxtmmond, Commissioner. 



Foreign Ck)rporations oannot assert im Adverse Claim to 
Unpatented Ground. A Claim oannot be taken for 

• the Miners' Relief and Territorial Poor Fund. 

DEPARTMEirr OF THB InTEBIOB, 

Genebal Land Office, WAsmNOTON, D. C, June 7, 1871. 

Begister and Receiver, Central City, Colorado: 

Gentlemen : With your letter of date the twenty-fourth 
March last, were received* the papers and your report in 
the matter of an application of William A. Hamill, for a 
patent for certain mining premises, called the Gunboat 
lode, situate in Clear Creek County, Colorado Territoir. 

* * * On the eleventh August, 1870, Robert O. Old, 
affent and superintendent of the Colorado Terrible Lode 
mining Company, filed in your office his sworn statement, 
protesting against the survey and entry of said premises 
claimed by Hamill, ''for the reason that said premises are 
not the property of said William A. Hamill, and the said 
applicant is not entitled to hold the same under and by the 
local laws of said Griffith mining district, nor the laws of 
Colorado Territory ; and because the said premises, or some 
portion thereof, are clcimed adversely by the Colorado Ter- 
rible lode mining company ; and said premises, as described 
in said diagram, cannot be entered without interfering with 
certain property owned by it, and described as follows : 
The west seven hundred feet of the Terrible lode, to wit : 
the west half of property for which United States patent 
issued to Fred. A. Clark and Henry Crow, on the fourth 
day of December, 1869, and therefore make this adverse 
claim." 

On the nineteenth day of November, 1870, the said claim- 
ant, William A. Hamill, relinquished " from said application 
for patent all claim for patent to said east seven hundred (700) 
feet of said Gunboat lode, under the above application, 
hereby expressly declaring my intention not to relinquish 
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any rights I may have to the east seven hundred feet of said 
lode, under the provisions of the local laws." 

¥r ¥r ¥r "^fth reference to that portion of the affidavit 
of the agent of the Colorado Terrible Liode Mining Company, 
which alleges that the application of Hamill for patent for 
the westerly seven hundred feet of the Gunboat lode, * 'com- 
mences on, covers, and is identical with a part of the seven 
hundred feet of the Terrible lode, which was patented to 
Frederick A. Clark and Henry Crow, and by them deeded 
to said company," it is proper to state that an examination 
of the plat of the final survey, showing the relative positions 
of these claims fails to substantiate this alleged interference 
further than to show that post No. ;6, at the north-east 
corner of the Gunboat survey, is a few feet inside the west- 
erly limits of the surface ground patented with said Terrible 
lode, but inasmuch as no patent will issue on this survey 
of the Gunboat, without a special clause excepting from 
the conveyance any portion of the fourteen hundred feet of 
the Terrible lode and surface ground patented therewith, 
it is not perceived that this portion of said company's ob- 
jections IS entitled to further consideration. 

The company's further objection appears to be, in effect, 
that Hamill's said application and survey covers one hun- 
dred feet of mining ground adjoining and immediately be- 
Jrond the westerly end line of the said patented Terrible 
ode. 

Their alleged possessory title to this disputed hundred 
feet of ground appears to have originated in a location 
thereof, made and recorded on the tnirteenth day of De- 
cember, 1866, as Claim No. 1, West, on the Terrible lode, 
in the name of the ''Miners' Belief and Territorial Poor 
Fund," which was sold on the twelfth of July, 1869, by the 
County Treasurer to Fred. A. Clark and Henry Crow, who, 
on the eleventh of April, 1870, conveyed the same to said 
company. 

But on the thirteenth day of December, 1866, the date of 
this location, the Congressional Mining Law had been in 
force some months, and under it there was no authorihr for 
such location as this, inasmuch, as the ''Miners' Belief and 
Territorial Poor Fund," was neither a person, nor an asso- 
ciation of persons; was without legal existence, and power- 
less aud incapacitated to "occupy and improve" a claim, 
or perform those acts of ownership, or possession required 
of miners, as conditions essential to the holding of claims, 
or of proceeding to make payment to the government and 
obtain patent. 

^ This office, therefore, declines to give further considera- 
tion to the right of said company to oppose said applica- 
tion, ruling that the said location was void ab initio, and 
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that they acquired notluBg by their purchase thereof from 
Clark and Crow, as aforesaia, those parties having no in- 
terest therein whatever to convey. 

It likewise appears from the papers that the said ''Colo- 
rado Terrible Lode Mining Company/' is a corporation 
created and existing under the laws of England, and is 
therefore not a citizen of the United States, and not capa- 
ble of asserting a claim to any portion of the public land of 
the United States, or of receiving from the government a 

title therefor in any event. 

* ¥r ^ * ^ ^ * 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Drxtmmond, Commissioner. 



IiieDS on Mines proteoted and strengthened by Patent. 

Depabtment of the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C., June 19, 1871. 

Register and Receiver ^ Central City, Colorado: 

Gentlemen: On the ninth day of February, 1870, the 
Franklin Silver Mining Company of Coloraao, by their 
agent, A. Blackman, filed in your office an application for 
a patent for eight hundred feet in length, by fifty feet in 
width, on the Franklin lode, a silver and gold-bearing vein 
of rock in place, and situated in Idaho Mining District, 
Clear Creek County, Colorado. 

« « « The adverse claimants do not claim identity 
of Franklin with the Miner's Friend, or with the Williams 
lode, but the nature of their objections seem to be : 

First. An alleged interference with surface ground i>er- 
taining to.the latter lodes according to local usages, claim- 
ing that the Franklin lode, or Crevice, is not in the center 
of the ground finally surveyed for them under their said ap- 
plication; and. 

Second. That the patent should not issue to said com- 

f)any by reason of a uen they have upon a portion of the 
ode. 

With reference to the first of these objections, it is proper 
to state that, upon a critical inspection of the plat of said 
final survey of the Franklin lode, the surface ground, fifty 
feet in width for the convenient working of the mine, as fixed 
by the law of Colorado Territory, is snown to embrace the 
shafts and buildings pertaining to said Franklin lode, the 
discovery shaft on said lode being represented as occupy- 
ing a central position between the side ooundary lines of the 
survey; and inasmuch as the Franklin lode was the prior 
discovery, and as said surveyed surface ground is neither 
shown, nor claimed to include any buildings or other im- 
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provements not pertaining to the Franklin lode, it is not 
perbeived how in justice the very parties who originally lo- 
cated and sold the claim, can now appear against their suc- 
cessors in interest to prevent them from having the benefit 
of the mining statutes of Congress, and this office therefore 
declines to suspend the application on account of this ob- 
jection. 

At the same time it is proper to state that neither these 
adverse claimants, nor any other parties, need be under any 
apprehensions that said company will take by their patent 
any other lode than the Franklin, upon which the required 
amount has been expended in labor and improvements, all 
other lodes or veins being "expressly excepted and. ex- 
cluded" from the conveyance, that being a general condition 
inserted in all mining patents. 

With regard to the question of the lien claimed by the 
said adverse parties upon a portion of the property, it will 
be perceived oj a reference to the thirteen section of the 
Amendatory Mining Act of 9th July, 1870, (which constitu- 
tes a part of the original mining enactments) that a proviso 
is contained therein, ''That nothing in this act shall be 
deemed to impair any lien, which may have attached in any 
way whatever to anj mining claim or property thereto at- 
tacned prior to the issuance of a patent." 

If therefore, as alleged, the parties opposing this appli- 
cation have such lien upon tne premises, or any portion 
thereof, they are fully protected by the law of Congress it- 
self, and after the patent shall have been issued to the ap- 
plicants, thus quieting the title, the parties claiming such 
lien will be in a much better condition to enforce it than if 

the question of titles was undermined. 

* ^ * ^ * ^ * 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



Definition of " Rook in Place." 

Department of the Iiitebior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, July 20, 1871. 

Hon. Thomas Boles, Dardenelles, Arkansas : 

Sir: In reply to your inquiry of the eleventh instant, I 
have to state that the term ''rock in place," as used in the 
mining acts of Congress, has always receiyed the most lib- 
eral construction that the language will admit of, and every 
class of claims that, either according to scientific accuracy 
or popular usage, can be classed and applied for as a "vein 
or lode," may be patented under this law. 

The plain object of the law is to dispose of the mineral 
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lands of the United States for money value; and it is a 
matter of indifference to the Government, whether the 
metal occurs in the form of a true or false vein. 

It may be observed, as an important point, that no proof 
is required to establish the vein formation of the deposit. 
The law requires the Surveyor-general to certify **to the 
character of the vein exposed;" but this is understood to 
mean that the certificate should show whether the vein ex- 
posed contains gold, silver, cinnabar, or copper. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbuhmond, Commissioner. 



Case of the Ne^w Idxla Mining Company's Applioation 
fox Patent for certain Mines in Fresoo County, Cal- 
ifornia. 

Department of the Intbrioe, 

Washington, D. 0., August 4, 1871. 

Snt: I have examined the application of the New Idria 
Mining Company for the issuing of a patent for 480 acres 
of mineral lands in California, and am of opinion that the 
same should be rejected. 

Some of the necessary steps in the case were taken in 
direct violation of the orders of the proper officer in the 
Interior Department. 

The evidence is defective, in not showing that the proper 
notice and diagram were posted up on the premises, and in 
not identifying the claims alleged in the petition and adver- 
tisement. 

There is no sufficient proof of the citizenship of the 
claimants, and the amount of land claimed exceeds that 
authorized by law. 

I inclose a copy of the opinion of Assistant Attorney- 
general Smith in the case. I concur with him in the con- 
clusion that the claim should be rejected. You will take 
the proper steps to carry this decision into effect. 

Tne papers transmitted with your letter of seventeenth 
September, 1870, are herewith returned. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

B. Jtl. CowEN, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. Willis Dbummond, Comii^issioner General Land Office. 

[INCLOSURE.l 

Departhemt of Justice, 

Office Assistant Attornet-gei^ral, 

Washington, D. C, July 21, 1871. 

Sm: I have examined with care the application of the 
New Idria Mining Company for the issuing of a patent for 
480 acres of mineral lands in townships seventeen and 
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eighteen south, range twelve east, Mount Diablo meridian, 
California. This company was incorporated on the 25th 
of January, 1858, under a general law of the State of Cali- 
fornia, with a capital stock of $23,000, divided into one 
hundred and fifteen shares, among eleven shareholders. It 
was to continue fifty years, have its principal place of busi- 
ness at San Francisco, and be governed by a board of five 
trustees. It filed its application and diagram in the local 
land office on the 6th day of February, 1867. The appli- 
cation alleged that the NeV Idria Mining Company was the 
owner of the mining claim known as the New idria, situate 
in the San Carlos district, Fresno county, California; that 
it claimed a vein or lode of cinnabar and other minerals, 
and had occupied and improved the same under the names of 
the Molina, San Carlos, and New Idria Mines. It contained 
the other averments necessary to bring it within the act of 
July 26, 1866| and had attached a diagram, of which the 
following is a copy: 

Mount Diablo Meridian. 



Sec^O. 
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The company published, in the Montery Gazette, a notice 
for ninety days, commencing on the eighth of February, 
1867, and ending on the sixteenth of May, 1867, of which 
the following is a copy: 

" U. S. IiAiSD Office, Saw Francisco, F^nruary 1, 1867. 

''Whereas the companies known as the Morning Star, the 
New Idria, and the Yictorina, claiming certain mineral 
Veins or lodes ane lands in townships Nos. 17 and 18 south, 
and iS'ange No. 12 east, Mount Diablo meridian, included in 
the San Francisco U. S. land district, (the bounds and ex- 
tent of said land claims being fully set forth in the notices 
and on the claim itself,) has this day filod in the U. S. land 
office for this district a declaratory statement, with accom- 
panying diagram of the claim, declaring therein the inten- 
tion of said companies to mine for cinnebar and other 
minerals, and apply for a U. S. patent for the lodes and 
land land claimed; it is hereby ordered that the annexed 
notices be published for ninety days in the Monterey Ga- 
zette, a newspaper published at Mx>nterey, in the State of 
California. 

"Given under my hand this 1st day of February, 1867. 

" Jas. W. Shanklin, Eegister. 
"Feb. 8-m." 

"NOTICE. 

"The undersigned ^ve notice that they intend to apply 
for a patent for the yem or lode set forth in the diagram 
and notice posted on the claim, and filed in the U. S. land 
office, San Francisco, called the Morning Star, situated in 
the San Carlos district, county of Fresno, State of California. 
"Dated this 1st day of February, 1867. 

'*Thb New Idria Mining Co., 
"By Wm. H. L. Babnes, 
"Feb. &-3m." " President. 

"notice. 

"The undersigned giye notice that they intend to apply 
for a patent for the yein or lode set forth in the diagram 
and notice posted on the claim and filed in the XJ. S. land 
office, San Francisco, called the Yictorina, situated in the 
San Carlos district, county of Fresno, State of California. 
"Dated this 1st day of February, 1867. 

"The New Idbia Mining Co., 
"By Wm. H. L. Baenes. 
"Feb. 8.-3m," ''President. 

"NOTICE. 

"The undersigned giye notice that they mtend to apply 
for a patent for the yein or lode set forth in the diagram 

4 
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and notice posted on the claim, and filed in the U; S. land 
office, San iFrancisco, called the New Idria, situated in the 
San Carlos district, conuW of Fresno, State of California. 
"Dated this 1st day of February, 1866. (?) 

'* The New Idria Mining Co., 
''By Wm. H. L. Barnes, 
*'Feb. 8-3m." *' PresidenL 

A notice and diagram were posted on the claim for ninety 
days, but what that notice ana diagram were, and when the 
ninety days commenced, is not shown in the case. 

The survey was made on the sixth and seventh days of June, 
1867, by James T. Stratton, United States Deputy Surveyor, 
and approved by L. Upson, Surveyor-General of California, 
on the twenty-second day of June, 1868. 

The papers in the case were forwarded by the Begister to 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office on the twenty- 
ninth of July, 1868, and received by him on the twelfth of 
August, 1868. Among these papers was a certified copy of 
the local laws, adopted by the miners of the San Carlos 
district on the fourai of December, 1854, by which it was 
provided that a discoverer of quicksilver or silver mines 
should be entitled to one hundred and sixty acres, to be so 
located that the mine or vein should be situate on the same. 

Having made this preliminary statement, I will proceed 
to consider the questions which arise in the case, some of 
which are purely technical, and others are substaiitial and 
important, and affect the merits. 

1. It appears from the papers on file that the clerk of the 
Judiciary Committee of tne House of Bepresentatives, on 
the first of April, 1867, transmitted to the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office a Joint resolution (H. B. 46) direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to *' withhold the issuing 
of any patent, and to permit no proceedings in his Depart- 
ment affecting the title to the tract of land known as the 
Bancho Panoche Grande, in the counties of Monterey and 
Fresno, in California, until the claim thereto now pending 
in Congress shall have been disposed of.'* 

On tiie eighteenth of April, 1867, the Surveyor-general 
of California and the Begister and Beceiver of the proper 
district were instructed, as suggested by said Joint resolu- 
tion, and these instructions were repeated May 23, 1867, 
February 1, 1868, and August 17, 1868. 

The New Idria Mining Company was advised of these 
instructions, and yet, notwithstanding the same, at the re- 
quest and at the instigation of the company, the Surveyor- 
general caused the premises to be surveyed on the sixth 
and seventh days of June, 1867, and approved the plat 
thereof on the twenirjr-secontl of June, 1868, and the Be^- 
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ter forwarded the case to the office of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office on the twenty-nintii of July, 1868, 
although the aforesaid instructions were still in force and 
had never been reversed. Their action seems to have been 
in accordance with an opinion given by Delos Lake, Esq., 
then United States District Attorney of California. They 
were not officers under the District Attorney, but were offi- 
cers under the superintendence of the Secretary of the 
Interior. The acts that were thus done against the express 
direction of the proper officer were material steps in making 
out the claim of the New Idria company for the land in 
question, and I submit that to approve of them now as 
regular and valid would be a species of self-stultification 
not complimentary to the Interior Department, and not cal- 
culated to promote the just administration of the public 
business of subordinate officers. 

2. There is no evidence that a proper notice or diagram 
was posted on the claim. The affidavits that have been 
filed do not describe the notice or diagram, and do not 
state when they were posted up. Whether they were suffi- 
cient in law or not, 1 am unable to say. The applicant 
should have proved just what the notice and diagram were, 
and when they were posted on the claim. The third section 
of the act of J uly, 1866, requires that such notice and dia- 
gram shall be posted in a con&picuous place on the claim. 
As the method of acquiring mineral Itods is a special stat- 
utory proceeding, the statute should be carefully followed. 

3. The notice published in the Monterey Gazette describes 
the companies wno are making the application as the Morn- 
ing Star, the New Idria, and the Victorina, whereas the 
New Idria Mining Company, in their application, describe 
them as the Molina, the oan Carlos and the New Idria. 
Now, it may be that the Morning Star and the Molina are 
identical, and that the San Carlos and the Victorina are 
identical, but if they are, there is no proof of the fact on file 
in this case. The published notice should agree in descrip- 
tion with the apphcation, and if it does not, the applicant 
has failed to comply with the statute. 

4. The second section of the act of July 26, 1866, read as 
follows : 

''That whenever any person, or association of persons, 
elaim a vein or lode of quartz, or other rock in place, bearing 
gold, silver, cinnabar, or copper, having previously occupied 
and improved the same, according to the local customs or rules 
of miners in the district where the same is situated, and 
having expended in actual labor and improvements thereon 
an amount of not less than one thousand dollars, and in re- 
gard to whose possession there is no controversy or opposing 
claim, it shall and may be lawful for said claimant, or asso- 



52 OPIKION OF [Aug. 4, 1871. 

ciation of claimants, to file in the local land office a diagram 
of the same, so extended laterally, or otherwise, as to con- 
form to the local laws, customs, and rules of miners, and to 
enter such tract and receive a patent therefor, granting such 
mine, together with the right to follow such vein or lode, 
with its dips, angles, and variations, to any depth, although 
it may enter the land adjoining, which land adjoining shall 
be sold subject to this condition." 

It will thus be seen that the " vein or lode of quartz, or 
other rock in place, bearing gold, silver, cinnabat ((j[uick- 
silver), or copper, to which a patent can be obtained, is one 
which has been previously occupied and improved accord- 
ing to the local customs or rules of miners m the district 
where the same is situated, and on which not less than one 
thousand dollars have been expended in actual labor and 
improvements, and also one *' in regard to whose possession 
there is no controversy or opposing claim." 

Congress had the power to make such qualifications in 
granting mineral lands as it saw fit. It chose to say that 
that no such lands should be patented unless thev were 
those that were free from all questions relating to the pos- 
session. Not content with saying that the possession should 
be free from controversy, which might imply active asser- 
tion of right by proceeaings in court or otherwise, it did 
say that the mines shall be free from all opposing claims. 
That is to say, no patent shall issue for any mineral lands 
about which any one, other than the petitioner, asserts any 
right of possession, and all controversy must relate to pos- 
session, for title is in the Government, and therefore can- 
not be in question. Stronger language could not well be 
used. 

If we look into the history of these New Idria mines, we 
shall find that there has been a continuous, persistent, and 
bitter contest in regard to them from the outset, and up to 
the present time. William McGarrahan has sought by 
suits in ejectment, and otherwise, and by congressional Ac- 
tion, to possess himself of these identical premises. He is 
now before your Department, and has been for the last ten 
years. 

If this second section were the only provision on this 
subject, I should entertain no doubt but that this contro- 
versy and opposing claim of McGarrahan was fatal to the 
application now made. But it may be, in view of the pro- 
visions of the third section relating to an "adverse claim," 
and the manner of presenting it, mat the true meaning of 
the second section is, that there must be no controversy or 
opposing claim at the time of the final hearing and the issu- 
ing of patent. If this be the true construction, and I am 
inclinea to think it is, it may be that this objection is not 
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well taken, as I understand the McGarrahan claim has been 
Tirtnallj rejected by jour Department. At all events the 
question is not free from doubt. 

5. The first section of the act of July 26, 1866, provides, 
''That the mineral lands of the public domain, both sur- 
veyed and unsurveyed, are hereby declared to be free and 
open to exploration and occupation by all citizens of the 
United States, and those who nad declared their intention 
to become citizens, subject to such regulations as may be 
prescribed by law, and subject also to the local customs or 
rules of miners in the several mining districts, so far as the 
same may not be in conflict with the laws of the United 
States." In other words, the only parties entitled to the 
benefits of this act are citizens of the United States, and 
those who have declared their intention to become citizens. 
In my opinion none others are so entitled. In the present 
case there is no proof that either of the original parties who 
located the mines, or either of them, or that any of the sub- 
sequent owners who have conveyed to the New Idria Mining 
Company, were ever citizens of the United States, or had 
declared their intention to become such. Nor is there 
any proof that any of the persons who were incorporated as 
the New Idria Mining Company ever were such citizens or 
persons. The only item of proof that bears upon this point 
is the evidence that this company is an incorporated com- 
pany under the laws of California. It is claimed that by 
reason of such incorporation it is a citizen of California, and 
therefore of the United States. From such a view of the 
law I must dissent. 

The mineral lands within its territory belong to the 
United States. Congress has carefully reserved them from 
all grants. By the act of March 3, 1807, (2 Stat., 448,) it 
reserved all lead mines from land sold, it excepts them 
from the operation of its pre-emption and homestead laws, 
and from all grants to railroads and to the States. It makes 
the parties who enter upon them, without authority, liable 
to ^ action for damageB and to a prosecution !or pen- 
alty. And when it has undertaken to dispose of them, it 
has granted them only to its citizens, or those who had de- 
clared their intention to become such. Every bill intro- 
duced into Congress, purporting to dispose of mineral lands, 
so far as I have been aole to ascertain, contained such a 
clause. The Fremont bill introduced into the Senate, Sep- 
tember, 10, 1850, the second day after the admission of the 
State of California, confined its grants to American citizens, 
and was amended so as to include those who had declared 
their intention to become citizens. (22 Cong. Globe, part 
2, p. 1862.) 
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The Felch bill, introduced at the same session,. contained 
the same clause. . 

The act of July 26, 1866, expressly so provides. Other* 
wise it would be in the power of foreigners, who might be 
inimical to the well-being and prosperity of the Oovem- 
ment, to absorb the entire mineral wealtn of the country, 
and turn this vast engine against its true interests. 

To my mind it is clear tiiat the privileges of exploring 
and occupying, and the privilege of entering the land thus 
explored and occupied, is given to citizens, and those who 
have declared their intent, and to them alone. I cannot con- 
fine this privilege, as some have done, to the first section. 
This view is strengthened by looking at the intent of Con- 
pess as shown in its enactments m regard to the public 
lands. The pre-emption act is limited In terms to *' every 
person being the head of a family, or widow, or single man 
over the age of twenty-one years, and being a citizen of the 
United States or having filed his declaration of intention to 
become a citizen as reauired by the naturalization laws.'* 
(Act of September 4, lo41, sec. 1, 5 Stat., 455.) 
• The langui^e in the homestead act is almost identical. 
(Act of May 20, 1862, 12 Stat., 392.) Is it to be supposed 
that Congress, when it has been so particular to limit the 
right of acquiring the public lands, not mineral, to citizens 
and those who have declared thc^ir intention, would, when 
it came to dispose of the most valuable of aU public lands 
— the mineral lands — ^give them to anybody and everybody, 
whether citizens or not? The idea is preposterous, and an 
interpretation of the section which gives such results should 
certainly be rejected. 

The question recurs, is a corporation, created by the laws 
of the State of California, a citizen of the United States 
within the purview of this statute? 

It is somewhat difficult to give an exact definition of the 
word citizen. It is sometimes said to be a person who, 
under the laws and Constitution of the United States, has 
a rieht to vote for representatives in Congress and other 
public officers, and also is qualified to fill offices in the gift 
of the people. (1 Bouv. Diet., 231.) This definition would 
exclude women and children. A citizen of the United 
States is a native born or naturalized person of either sex, 
who owes allegiance to, and is entitled to protection from, 
the United States, or a person who is made a citizen by 
treaty stipulation or by constitutional or statutory law. 

A conporation, says Chief Justice Marshall, in Dart- 
mouth Cfollege V. Woodward, (4 Wheaton, p. 636.) is ''an 
artificial being, invisible, intangible, and existing only in 
contemplation of law. Being the mere creature of law, it 
possesses only those properties which the charter of its 
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ereation confers apon it, either expressly or as incidental to 
its very existence. These are such as are supposed best 
calculated to effect the object for which it was created. 
Among the most important are immortality, and if the ex- 
pression maybe allowed, individuality; properties by which 
a perpetual succession of many persons are considered as 
the same, and may act as the single individual. They enable 
a corporation to manage its own affairs without the per- 
plexing intricacies, the hazardous and endless necessity of 
perpetual conveyance for the purpose of tran8mittiBg[ it 
from hand to hand. It is chiefly for the purpose of clothing 
bodies of men in succession with these qualities and 
capacities, that corporations were invented and are in use." 

From the abdve it is apparent that in general the terms, 
citizen and corporation, are distinct and have widely differ- 
ent signification. 

There has grown up in the United States courts a rule 
which treats a corporation for the purpose of suing and being 
sued, as a citizen. This rule has been adopted for conven- 
ience in practice. At first it was held that where there 
were two or more plaintiffs, and two or more defendants, 
each plaintiff be capable of suing each defendant in order 
to support tiie jurisdiction of the court. (Strowbridge v. 
Curtis, 8 Crancn, 266.) The same court held that a cor- 

S oration aggregate, comprised entirely of citizens of one 
tate, may su^ a citizen of another State in the Circuit 
Court of tne United States. And further, that a corpora- 
tion aggregate cannot in its corporate capacity be a citizen. 
Bank of United States v. Deveaux, (5 Cranch, 84,) Chief 
Justice Marshidl said, "The jurisdiction of this court be- 
ing limited, so far as respects the character of the parties 
in this particular case, to controversies between citizens of 
different States, both parties must be citizens, to come 
within the description. That invisible, intangible, and 
artificial being, that mere legal entity, a corporation aggre- 
gate, is certainlv not a citizen, and consequently cannot sue 
or be sued in the courts of the United iStates, unless the 
rights of the members in this respect can be exercised in 
their corporate name. If the corporation be considered as 
a mere faculty, and not as a company of individuals, who, 
in transacting their joint concerns, may use a legal name, 
thev must be excluded from the courts of the Union." 

The Court held that the corporation could sue and be 
sued if all its stockholders were citizens of the State where 
the suit was pending. The same principle was afterward 
decided in the Commercial Bank of Vicksburg v. Slocum 
et cd. (14 Pet., 60.) 

The Supreme Court, in Louisville Railroad Company v. 
Letson, (2 How., 550,) went a step further, and hela that a 
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citizen of one State can sue a corporation which has been 
created by and transacts its business in another State where 
the suit was brought, although some of the members of the 
corporation were not citizens of the State where the suit 
was brought. Judge Wayne, in delivering the opinion of 
the court, said: ''A corporation created by a State to per- 
form its functions under the authority of that State, and 
only suable there, though it may have members out of the 
State, seems to us to be a person, though an artificial one, 
inhabiting and belonging to that State, and therefore enti- 
tled, for the purpose of suing and being sued, to be deemed a 
citizen of that State.** 

And again; "We confess our inability to reconcile these 
qualities of a corporation — residents, habitancy, and indi- 
viduality — ^with the doctrine that a corporation aggregate 
cannot be a citizen for the purposes of a suit in the courts of 
the United States, unless in consequence of a residence of all 
the corporates being of the State in which the suit is 
brought." 

In Marshal v . Baltimore & Ohio Bailroad Company, (16 
How., 327,) Judge Grier said: "A corporation, it is said, 
is an artificial person, a mere legal entity, invisible and 
intangible. This is, no doubt, metaphysically true, in a 
certain sense. The inference, also, that such an artificial 
entity cannot be a citizen, is a logical conclusion from the 
premises which cannot be denied. But a citizen who has 
made a contract, and has a 'controversy' with a corporation, 
may also say, with equal truth, that he did not deal with a 
mere metaphysical abstraction, but with natural persons; 
that his writ has not been served on an imaginary entity, 
but on men and citizens; and that his contract was made 
with them as the legal representatives of numerous unknown 
associates or secret and dormant partners." 

In Covington Drawbridge Company v. Shepherd (20 
How., 233), Chief Justice Taney said: "In the case of 
Lafayette Insurance Company v. French, the declaration 
stated that the corporation itiself was a citizen. Now, no 
one, we presume, ever supposed that the artificial being 
created by an act of incorporation could be a citizen of a 
State, in tne sense in which that word is used in the Consti- 
tution of the United States, and the averment was rejected 
because the matter averred was 'simply impossible.' ' 

I have cited these passages for the purpose of showing how 
the judicial mind has treated this question, and how uni- 
formly it has been held that the quality of citizenship was 
given to a corporation from the necessity of the case, and for 
the purpose of allowing it to sue and be sued, and for that 
alone, and that a corporation was in no sense a citizen within 
the meaning of that term as used in the Constitution, or in 
the laws relating to the public lands. 
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If a corporation is a citizen within the meaning of the 
act of 1866, then foreigners, for example, the Chinese, may 
flood this country, organize themselves into corporations — 
a thing that is easily done under general laws — and absorb 
every acre of its mineral lands. A construction that leads 
to such consequences, does not commend itself to my mind. 
I am of opinion that the New Idria Mining Company have 
not shown such citizenship as entitles them to a patent. 

6. The fourth section of the act of July, 1866, is in these 
words : ''That when such location and entry of a mine shall 
be upon unsurveyed lands, it shall and may be lawful, after 
the extension thereto of the public surveys, to adjust the 
surveys to the limits of the premises according to the loca- 
tion, and possession, and plat aforesaid ; and me Surveyor- 
general may, in extending the surveys, vary the same from 
a rectangular form, to suit the circumstances of the countiy 
and the local rules, laws, and customs of miners : Provided^ 
That no location hereafter made shall exceed two hundred 
feet in length along the vein for each location, with an ad- 
ditional claim for discovery to the discoverer of the lode, 
with the ri^ht to follow such vein to any depth, with all its 
dips, variations and angles, together with a reasonable quan- 
tify of surface for the convenient working of the same, as 
fixed by local rules : And provided^ furth^^ That no person 
may make more than one location on the same lode, and 
not more than three thousand feet shall be taken in any one 
claim by any association of persons." 

The last proviso of this section limits the quantity of 
land that can be appropriated by any one association to 
three thousand feet. 

It is true that under the local rules adopted for the San 
Carlos district, in 1854, a person was allowed to take up 
one hundred and sixhr acres, but that rule must ^ve way to 
a statutory one which conflicts with it. This is carefully 
provided for in the first section. It declares that the min- 
eral lands maybe occupied ''subject to such regulations 
as may be prescribed by law, and subject also to the local 
customs or rules of miners in the several mining districts, 
so far as the same may not conflict with the laws of the 
United States." 

Now, the local law says that in mining for cinnabar, the 
miner may appropriate one hundred and sixty acres. The 
statute of the United States says that " not more than three 
thousand feet shall be taken in any one claim, by an asso- 
ciation of persons." The statute must control. 

The New Idria Mining Company claim to be the assignees 
of three different associations — tne Molina, the San Carlos, 
and the New Idria. 

The. Molina mine was located March 21, 1854, by B. Bepa» 
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Jos^ D. Molina, H. V. Pitts, and William Mulin. The 
lands claimed are described as follows: ''Situated in the 
county of Mariposa, State of Calif omia, and inclosed 
within the following limits: Beginning one mile and a hall 
northeast of the Aurora Silver mine, at a stake marked A, 
No. 1; thence south 200 yards, to a stake marked B, No. 2; 
thence west 300 yards, across an arroyo to a tree marked G, 
No. 3; thence north 210 yards, to a stake marked D, No. 4; 
thence east 300 yards, across the above-mentioned arroyo 
to the point of ■beginning." This would give an area of 
12.38 acres. The interest of all these parties has been duly 
conveyed to the New Idria Mining Company. 

The San Carlos mine was located November 22, 1854, by 
H. F. Pitts, P. Collins, T. Smith, James Preffo, T. M. 
Mnrales, B. B. Hampton, D. W. Gomez, John Young, A. 
Pollard, and H. G. Balenger. The lands claimed are de« 
scribed as follows: '* Situated in the county of Mariposa, 
and State of California, and inclosed within the following 
limits: Beginning two miles south of the Aurora Silver 
mine, at a stake marked X; thence east to a stake marked 
B, 230 yards; thence southeast 600 yards, to a stake marked 
D; thence southwest 230 yards, to the point of beginning.*' 
This would give an area of 28.76 acres. These parties have 
conveyed to the New Idria Mining Company. 

The New Idria mine was located December 13, 1854, bj 
H. P. Pitts, P. Collins, and H. G. Balenger. In their 
. declaration of location they say that ^'they claim by right 
of discovery, as well as by ri^ht of possession, for a long 
time past, the (quicksilver mine which, as subdivided, is 
known as the ^New Idria,' 'Molina,' and 'San Carlos,' 
ouicksUver mines, being bounded as follows: Beginning on 
tne southeastern slope of Mount Carlos, county aforesaid, 
at a stake and stones erected there for a boundary, and 
marked as per subjoined plat of survey. No. 1; thence run- 
ning N. 5^ E. 15 chains to a stake and stones, No. 2; thence 
at right angles N. 45^ W. 220 chains to a stake and stones, 
No. 3; thence at fight angles S. 46^ W. 30 chains to a stake 
and stones. No. 4; thence at right angles S. 45^ E. 220 
chi^ns to a stake and stones. No. 6; thence at right angles 
N. 46^ E. 15 chains, to the pl&ce of beginning." This would 
give an area of 660 acres. These parties have oonveved to 
the New Idria Mining Company. 

Granting that associations may assign, and that the 
assignee may hold to the same extent that the several 
assignors mi^t, and this companv would now be *%ntitled 
to hold not exceeding 9000 feet in length. Neither the Mo- 
lina nor the San Carlos ever located on or claimed 160 acres. 
The Molina's location only covered a ti'aot 200 by 300 yards, 
and amounting to a little over twelve acres; and the San 
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Carlos, a strip 230 by 600 yards, and amoimting to a little 
over twenty-eight acres. 

The New Idria claimed to locate a large tract of some 660 
acres, coyering both of the other companies. It does not 
appear that either the Molina or San Carlos ever claimed or 
took any steps toward securing any more land than they 
actually located. 

The "New Idria now claim 480 acres, bein^ 160 acres for 
each of the three associations that have assigned to them. 
In view of the express terms of the statute, I do not see 
how th^ can make good any such claim. Confess cer- 
tainly did not intend to provide that all new claims origi* 
natine after the passage of the act should be limited to tne 
3000 feet for each association, but that all claims originating 
before its passage should be entitled to 160 acres lor each 
association. That would be o£Eering a reward to those who 
had become trespassers, and were liable to prosecution, and 
discrimiuating in their favor as against those who had in 
all respects complied with the law. 

This case has been pending many years, and has been 
represented by eminent counsel, ana it is safe to say has 
been presented as favorably for the company as the facts 
wiU allow. 

I must advise adversely to the issuing of a patent as 
claimed. 

Very respectfully, 

W. H. Smith, Assistant Attorney-general. 
Hon. C. Delano, Secretary of Interior. 



Local Dlstxiot La-wB, in abtsenoe of State or Territorial 

Enaotxnents, govern Looations. 

DsPARTliEITF OF THE InTEBIOB, 

General Land Office, Washington, D. C, Aug. 2S, 1871. 
E. J. MxsierSf Hag., Columbia, Cal. : 

SiB : In reply to your communication of the 14:th inst. 
I haye to state, that me acts of Congress limit the right to 
apply for and receive i)atents for mining claims to those 
who have occupied and improved their claims in accordance 
with the local laws, customs and rules of miners. 

In the absence of any State or Territorial enactment reg- 
ulating the occupancy and possession of mining claims, 
miners may alter or amend the laws of the district, but this 
action will not affect claims already located, as a claim must 
conform to the laws in force at the date of its location. 

Should the miners deem it advisable to amend tiieir dis- 
trict laws, they may re-locate their claims under and con- 
formably to such amended laws, and upon complying with 
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the acts of CoDgress and the instructions of this office, may 
enter and receive patents for the same. 

Very respectfully, 

Wnxis Druhmond, Commissioner. 



Cinnabar and Copper Deposits cannot be entered hb 

Placers. 

Department of the Imtebiob, 
Genebal Land Office, Washington, D. C, Aug. 26, 1871. 

J. E. Morgan, Esq., Clayton^ Col. : 

Sir : * * * As copper and cinnabar are found in 
'^rock in place,'* rather than in the form of placers, it is 
held by this office that parties desiring to obtain patents for 
lands valuable on account of the deposits of cinnabar or 
copper, must enter the same under the act of July 26, 1866. 

Very respectfully. 

Your obedient servant, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



Disproving Mineral Character of Land for the Benefit of 

Railzoads. 

Department of the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C., Oct. 21, 1871. 

Register and Receiver, Sacramento, Col, : 

Gentlemen : * * * The tenth section of said act 
provides, **That wherever, prior to the passage of this act, 
upon the lands heretofore designated as mineral lands 
wnich have been excluded from survey and sale, there have 
been homesteads made by citizens of the United States, or 
those who have declared their intention to become citizens, 
which homesteads have been made, improved and used for 
agricultural purposes, and upon which there have been no 
valuable mines of gold, silver, cinnabar or copper discov- 
ered, and which are properly agricultural lanos, the said 
settlers or owners of such homesteads shall have a right of 
pre-emption thereto, and shall be entitled to purchase the 
same at the price of one dollar and twenty-five cents per 
acre, and in quantity not to exceed one hundred and sixty 
acres, or said parties may avail themselves of the provisions 
of the act of Cfongress approved May twenty, eighteen hun- 
dred and sixty-two, entitled ^' An Act to secure homesteads 
to actual settlers on the public domain, and acts amenda- 
torv thereof." 

From the foregoing it is probable that the right to enter 
lands as agricultural, which as mineral lands were previously 
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excluded from survey and sale, is confined entirely to actual 
* settlers, coming within the requirements of the pre-emption 
laws, who, upon making competent proof that the tracts 
actually settled upon, occupied and improved by them as 
homesteads contain no known mines of gold, silver, cinna- 
bar or copper, are entitled to the execution in their favor of 
the pre-emption or homestead laws. 

The case under consideration is an attempt to prove the 
agricultural character of a certain tract previously reserved 
as mineral land, to the end that it might enure to the Cen- 
tral Pacific Bailroad Company, and not by a paiiy coming 
within the purview of the section of law above quoted, and 
even if the proof were satisfactory, the whole proceeding 
fails for want of legal sanction to support it. But the proof 
is not sufficient to overcome the mineral affidavits and 
establish the agricultural character of the land. 

You are, therefore, directed to treat the land as mineral 
in character, the same as if these proceedings had not been 
had, notifying all parties in interest accordingly, and allow- 
ing sixty days from date hereof in which to take an appeal, 
if desired. 

Acknowledge receipt and report your action. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

WILLIS Dbummonb, Commissioner. 



Case of the Salt Lake Mining Company's Application for 
Patent fox the Flagstaff Mine, Salt Lake County, 
Utah. 

DEPABTMBirr OF THB InTEBIOB, 

GsinaiiiL Land Office, WAsmNOTON, D. C, Nov. 10. 1871. 
Register and Receiver j SaU Lake CUy^ TJtah Territory: 

Gentlemen : With the Begister*s'letter of nineteenth Sep- 
tember last, this office received certain papers appertaining 
to the Salt Lake Mining Company's applioation for a patent 
for twenty-six hundreaieet of the linear extent of the Flag- 
staff lode, with adjoining surface ground, one hundred feet 
in width, situatea in Little Cottonwood mining district, 
Salt Lake County, Utah, from which it appears as follows, 
to wit : 

That on the fourth day of June, 1870, said companjjr filed 
in the Be^ster's office a '^ diagram of the Flagstaff lode, 
and the mining premises appertaining thereto, situated in 
Little Cottonwood mining district. County of Salt Lake, 
and Territory of Utah, to which is attached the following 
notice, viz : 

'^ Notice is hereby given, that the Salt Lake Mining Com- 
pany, a corporation duly incorporated under the Taws of 
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the Territory of Utah, claims twenty-six hundred (2,600) 
feet in lengtn, by one hundred (100) feet in width, on the 
Fla^taff lode (being a silver-bearing vein of rock in place), 
and the land and premises appertaining to said mine, all 
situated in the mining district, county and territory afore- 
said ; the location and extent thereof being more fully 
described as follows, to wit : The discovery shaft of said 
lode, being distant north 47^ 15', west twenty-two hundred 
and eighty-one (2,281) feet from United States mon- 
ument X^umber 4. Said lode has an average width, as 
at present developed, of about twenty-two (22) feet, and 
extends from discovery shaft south 36^, west twelve hun- 
dred (1,200) feet, and north 36^, east fourteen hundred 
(1,400), containing rich lands appurtenant for mining 
and milling pnrposes. «ight and seven hundred and twen- 
ty-one thousandths (8 ■^^) acres, as set forth in the 
foregoing diagram ; and we do hereby give further notice, 
that having occupied and improved the said lode and 
premises, according to the local customs and rules of min- 
ers in said mining district, and having expended in actual 
labor and improvements thereon an amount not less than 
one thousand dollars, and having at this time actual peace- 
able possession of said mining property, we will apply for 
a survey and plat of said premises, and a patent for the 
same under the act of Congress, entitled ''An Act granting 
the right of way to ditch and canal owners over the public 
lands, and for other purposes," approved July 26, 1866. 
Witness our hand this twenly-fourtn day of May, 1870." 

"John A. Groesbeok, 

President, Salt Lake City. 

Joseph S. Wing, 

Secretary, Springfield City. 

Nicholas Groesbeok, 

Treasurer, Salt Lake City. 
** Attest : C. L. Stevenson, 

W. B. Wmght." 

• 

^ On the fourth day of June, 1870, the following publica- 
tion was made in the Deseret News, a newspaper published 
at Salt Lake City, Utah, and continued to be so published 
until the fourth September, 1870, inclusive, as appears from 
the affidavit of Wm. H. Parker, the following being a copy 
of said publication in words and figures : 

"Legal Notice. 

TTnited States Land Office, 

Salt Laeb City, Utah, June 4th, 1870. 
** Notice is hereby given, that the Salt Lake Mining 
Company, .a corporation duly incorporated under the laws 
of the Territory of Utah, claims 2,600 feet in length by 100 
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feet in widths on the Flagstaff lode, it bein^ a eilver-bearinff 
Tein of rock in place, and situated in Little Cottonwood 
mining district, County of Sidt Lake, and Territory of 
Utah, the location and extent thereof being more fully 
described as follows, to wit : 

** The discoyery shaft of said lode being distant north 
47^ 15^ 2,281 feet from United States mineral monument 
number A. Said lode has an ayerage iridth, as at present 
deyeloped of about twenty-two feet ; and extends from dis* 
covery shaft south 37' 1,200 feet, and north 86^ 1,400 feet, 
containing, with lands appurtenant thereto, for mining and 
milling purposes 8 ^^ acres, and has this day filed in this 
office a diagram of the same, together with a notice of in- 
tention to apply for a suryey and plat thereof from the Sur- 
yeyor-general, and a patent thereof from the gpyemment of 
the United States, as proyided in an act of Congress enti- 
tled ** An Act granting the right of way to ditch and canal 
owners oyer the public lands and for other purposes, ap- 
proyed July 26, 1866. 

'' Geo. B. Maxwell, Begister.** 

" S. 86, 8 m." 

This notice, it will readily be perceiyed, differs from the 
description and diagram beiore quoted in the following par- 
ticulars, yiz: 

1st. The U. S. mineral monument, therein referred to, is 
designated '^No. 4," while in the printed notice it is giyen 
as JNo. a, and there is nothing in the {Papers to show that 
they are identical. But, howeyer, eyen if they were 
proyen to be identical, I find — 

2d. That the bearing of the discoyery shaft from said 
monument No. 4 is giyen in the application as North 47^ 
15^ west, while in the printed notice it is giyen simply N. 
47^ 15^ thus leaying it in doubt as to whewer the direction 
or bearing of the line was east or west from the meridian. 

3d. The course of the lode as giyen in the company's ap- 
plication is South 36^ west, and North 36^ east from dis- 
coyery shaft, while in the printed notice it is S. 37 min. 
and N. 36^ from the same point, again leaying the question 
in doubt as to whether these lines were east or west of the 
meridian, and how the Begister, giying the matter eyen 
ordinary attention, could commit so serious an error in de- 
scription, and permit it to go uncorrected through the 
entire period of publication, rec^^uired by the act in these 
cases, IS beyond the comprehension of this office, and can 
only be accounted for on the ground of ignorance of the 
duties deyolyed upon him under the statute, or of gross 
n^lect of such duties. 

Xt appears from the Begister*s certificate that a copy of 
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the diagram and notice remained posted in his office for the 

Seriod of ninety days, and from the affidavit of Bichard 
lonnary and Irank Thebault, a copy of said notice and 
diagram remained posted npon the claim for ninety days, 
from on or about the tenth day of May, 1870, which state- 
ment is supported by the affidavit of John A. Groesbeck 
and Joseph b. Wing. 

Before a survey was made, however, adverse claims were 
asserted by Alex. Tarbet and Oliver B. Piatt, respectively, 
who were required by instructions from this office of fourth 
May and sixteenth and twenty-third June last, to commence 
proceedings in court, to determine the question of right of 
possession, as required by section six of the mining statute. 

These adverse claims were both subsequently withdrawn, 
and there being then no adverse claim on file in your office, 
the ninety days notice having long expired, you certified the 
case to the Surveyor-general, who had a survey made by his 
deputy, which he designated Survey No. 2, Lot No. 38, and 
appended thereto his approval, on the eighteenth Septem- 
ber, 1871, upon which you allowed Mineral Cash Entry No. 
4, dated September 18, 1871, and then forwarded the case 
for final action. 

Upon examining the official plat of this survey, it is 
found to embrace a strip of surface ground 2600 feet in 
length, and 100 feet in width, its linear extent or direction 
being south forty-five degrees thirty-nine minutes east 
1200 feet, and north forty-five degrees thirty-nine minutes 
west fourteen hundred feet from the shaft marked on the 
plat. 

The application, as has already been stated, was for a 
patent for a claim of 2600 feet in length by 100 feet in 
width, on the Flagstaff lode; the same extending from the 
discovery shaft south thirty-six degrees west 1200 feet, and 
from the same point north thirty-six degrees east 1400 feet. 
The direction of the official survey in this case, therefore, 
differs to the extent of eighty-one degrees and thirty-nine 
minutes from that of the claim, as described in the appli- 
cation for patent, and, in fact, fails to include the ground 
originally sought to be patented, but embraces ground 
lying almost at right angles therewith. 

In the final survey, it is observed that U. S. monument 
No. 3 is represented as bearing S. 48^ E. at the distance of 
17.07 chains from post No. 1; but whether this monument 
No. 3 is identical with monument No. A, in the published 
notice, with monument No. 4, in the diagram, or, in fact, 
with either of them, does not appear. 

The second section of the said act of July 26, 1866, pro- 
vides "That whenever any person, or association of per- 
sons, claim a vein or lode of quartz, or other rock in place, 
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bearing gold, silver, cinnabar, or copper, having previously 
occupied and improved the same, according to the local 
customs or rules of miners in the district where the same 
is situated, and having expended in actual labor and im- 
provements thereon, an amount of not less than one thou- 
sand doUars, and in regard to whose possession there is no 
controversy or opposing claim, it shall and may be lawful 
for said claimant, or association of claimants, to file in the 
local land office a diagram of the same, so extended laterally 
or otherwise, as to conform to the local laws, customs, or 
rules of miners, and to enter such tract, and receive a pat- 
ent therefor, granting such mine, together with the right to 
follow such vein or lode, with its dips, angles, and varia- 
tions, to any depth, although it may enter the land adjoin- 
ing, which land adjoining shall be sold subject to this 
condition." 

Fi'om the foregoing, it will be at once perceived, that the 
diagram required to be filed, as aforesaid, must represent 
the claim as the same is held and occupied, agreeably to 
the local customs or rules of miners. 

The customs or rules adopted by the miners of Little 
Cottonwood Mining District, require, among other things, 
that there shall be an officer for said district, to be called 
the Becorder, who shall procure and keep a substantially 
bound book, to be called the "Book of Locations," in 
which he shall record all notices of location claims, whether 
for mining or other purposes connected therewith; the said 
customs or rules further providing, that when a claim shall 
have been located and recorded, he shall, upon request, 
make and deliver to the claimant, his agent or attorney, a 
certificate of such location and record over his official sig- 
nature, which certificate shall be conclusive evidence of the 
facts therein stated, that ''all claims shall be recorded within 
twenty days of the location, and a blazed tree, stake or 
board, shall designate the name of lode and amount of 
ground claimed by the location of the ledge, imless the 

Earties shall hold the same by constant labor thereon;" it 
eing of course inferred, that where the claimants desire to 
hold their claim by *' constant labor thereon," it is at their 
option whether to have the same recorded within the pre- 
scribed tweniy days, or not. 

In the present case, however, it is shown that the claim 
was filed for record, and recorded, as appears from the fol- 
lowing certificate from the office of the Mining Becorder, 
viz : 

"Flagstaff Lode. 

"Notice is hereby given, that we, the undersigned, claim 
2200 feet of this vein or lode, together with all dips, spurs. 
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angles, and variations, to be known as the Flagstaff Course 
of JJode northerly and southerly. 

''Claims northerly — No. 1, Joseph S. Wing, 200 feet; No. 
2, Stephen Groesbeck, 200 feet; No. 3, N. Groesbeck, 200 
feet; No. 4, Wm. Groesbeck, 200 feet; No. 5, Alex. Tarbet, 
200 feet. 

''Claims southerly — ^No. 1, John Snyder, 200 feet; No. 2, 
J. Albert Groesbeck, 200 feet; No. 3, N. H. Groesbeck, 
200 feet; No. 4, John A. Groesbeck, 200 feet; No. 6, Ole 
Wedaburgh, 200 feet. 

"Claims Nos. One, Two, Three and Four north, atid 
claims Nos. One, Two, Three and Four, and the discovery, 
to be worked in company and undivided. 

"Little Cottonwood Mining District, Salt Lake County, 
Utah Territory, March 19, 1870. 

"Filed for record, March 25, 1870, 11 o'clock a. m. Be- 
corded, April 9, 1870, 

"J. F. Woodman, Eecorder. 

"Per W. W. Chisholm, Deputy." 

Claims No. Six, north and south, were subsequently 
located and recorded by Wm. F. Dennis and W. J. Ribelin, 
respectively, whose claims, together with those of the other 
locators above named, were purchased by said Salt Lake 
Mining Company, the applicants for patent. 

The customs or rules of miners in said district allow sur- 
face ground for working purposes, not exceeding tifty feet 
on each side of the waUs of the vein oi* lode, ana this sur- 
face claim was, of course, understood to appertain to and 
be embraced by the location of the Flagstafi lode aforesaid. 

In the diagram and notice presented by said company 
they describe their claim as being twenty-six hundred feet 
in length and one hundred feet in width, the same extend- 
ing from discovery shaft north 36 degrees east 1,400 feet, 
and from said shaft south 36 degrees west 1,200 feet; this 
being the claim asserted by them under said statute, and 
the premises located by their grantors under the local cus- 
toms or rules, as shown by the records. 

It is provided in the third section of said statute of July 
26, 186b, " that upon the filing of the diagram provided in 
the second section of this act, and posting the same in a 
conspicuous place on the claim, together with notice of 
intention to ftpply for a patent, the Ilegister of the Land 
Office shall piiblish a notice of the same in a newspaper 
published nearest to the location of said claim, and shall 
also post such notice in his office for the period of ninety 
da^s, and after the expiration of said period, if no adverse 
claim shall have been filed, it shall be the duty of the Sur- 
veyor-general, upon application of the party, to survey the 
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premises and make a plat thereof, indorsed with his ap- 
proyal, designating the number and description of the 
location, the valae of the labor and improvements, and the 
character of the vein exposed, and upon payment to the 
proper officer of five dollars per acre, together with the 
cost of such survey, plat and notice, and giving satisfactory 
evidence that said diagram and notice have been posted on 
the claim during said period of ninety days, the Begister of 
the Land Office shall transmit to the General Land Office 
aaid plat, survey and description, and a patent shaU issue 
for the same thereupon,'* etc. 

The location of the claim is described as northerly and 
southerly, as shown by the mining records of the district, 
or as the same is more particularly described by the claim- 
ants in the diagram and notice: ''The location and extent 
thereof,** is south 36 degrees west 1200 feet, and north 
36 degrees east 1400 feet from discovery shaft. 

This then was the claim, the location or the premises, 
which should have been surveyed, and not the ground em- 
braced by the final survey, it being held that under the law 
the final survey must embrace suDstantially the claim, or 
premises, described in the diagram and notice, and that 
such diagram and notice must describe substantially the lo- 
cation or claim, as the same appears upon the district min- 
ing records, and this is held to oe the proper interpretation 
of the lan^age employed in the second section of the act, 
that the diagram must be ''so extended, laterally or other- 
wise, as to conform to the local laws, customs, and rules of 
miners.** 

The diagram and notice in these cases are in the nature 
of a summons, by which opposing claimants are notified 
that proceedings have been initiated under the law, to ob- 
tain a patent from the government for the land, premises, or 
claim, therein described and specified, and that if they fail 
to answer or file their adverse claim, within the period fixed 
by law, their right to appear is barred, and it would cer- 
tainly contravene all analogies of the law to render judg- 
ment in favor of plaintiff for premises, other than those 
which parties had oeen summoned to defend, and then rule 
out all defendants whose rights might be thus jeopardized, 
on the ground that their right to appear had become barred 
by statutory limitations. 

It has been contended by some, that the real object of 
the applicant is to secure a title to the vein or lode, and 
that tne surface ground is merely an adjunct, immaterial to 
the real issue, and that its locus is determinable only upon 
the course of the lode, as ascertained by development after 
the location and record of the claim, and that the surface 
must coincide in its direction with the true course of the 
lode so ascertained. 
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If this is the proper interpretation of the law, then the 
necessity of the dia^am is not perceived. It certainly 
would be of no service to any adjoining or neighboring 
claimants in enabling them in determining what ground 
would be surveyed at the expiration of the ninety days, and 
under such construction of the law the applicant for a pat- 
ent would be enabled to select that course for his survey 
which best suited his fancy, provided he used the same in- 
itial point, and if such final survey embriaced any mines, or 
miner's improvements, not belonging to the applicant, the 
owners thereof would be without redress, by reason of fail- 
ing to present their adverse claims in time. It is not a sur- 
vey of the lode that is required in these cases, bui of the 
surface ground; a lode could not be properly surveyed 
until after it had been opened or developed in entire ex- 
tent. This is seldom the case in the applications for mining 
patents received in this office, and it is obvious that if a 
claim cannot be surveyed or patented until the exact course 
of the vein or lode has been first ascertained by developing 
it in its entire length, it would, in the majority of cases, be 
years before title could be granted, and, as in some cases the 
mine would in the meantime have become exhausted, a pat- 
ent would be of no value if then issued for it. 

Again, in the fourth section of the said act of twenty- 
sixth July, 1866, it is enacted "That when such location 
and entry of a mine shall be upon unsurveyed land, it shall 
and may be lawful, after the extension thereto of the public 
survey, to adjust the surveys to the limits of the prem- 
ises, according to the location and possession and plat 
aforesaid," etc. 

If the theory is to prevail that the surface-ground in these 
cases is an immaterial adjunct, and that it is the lode which 
the law requires should be surveyed according to its course, 
as determined by underground workings, without reference 
to the surface-claim, as described in the diagram, then this 
requirement of the fourth section is meaningless, for to 
adjust the lines of the public survevs to the limits of imder- 
ground premises is simply impossible. 

The law has very wisely provided against the contingency 
which often occurs, of a vein or lode, upon development, 
being found to depart from under the surface-ground de- 
scribed and conveyed bv the patent, and in all patents 
issued for vein or lode claims tnere is an express clause, 
granting the right to follow the vein or lode so patented, 
with its dips, angles, and variations, to any depth, ' ' although 
it may enter the land adjoining." 

It will thus be seen that a patentee, under this act, is 
fully invested with title to his lode, for linear extent speci- 
fied in the grant, whatever course the vein may be found to 
pursue underground; but the locus of the surface-ground 
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Satented therewith, must be the same, sabstantially, as 
escribed and claimed in the diagram. 

The adoption of a different rule might result in the ap- 
propriation of mining claims contiguous to, or in the vicinity 
of, the one for which the application for patent might be 
made, without notice to the parties thus aayersely anected. 

A further result of such ruling might be apprehended in 
this, that as none of the claimants of other mines in ithe 
immediate vicinity of the one sought to be patented, could 
tell whether their claims would be included m the final sur- 
vey or not, they would all be forced in self-protection to 
trump up opposing claims or protests against issuing the 
patent, thus virtually nullifying the statute. 

In this particular case, this office cannol tell from the 
record and papers before it, whether the tract surveyed is 
the same in any part with that described in the notice and 
diagram, and to issue a patent, under such circumstances, 
might work irreparable injurv to parties who failed te ap- 
pear, for the reason that they were not notified that an 
application was pending for the ground finally surveyed, but 
for that described in the diagram and notice. 

Since forwarding the papers in this claim, you have sent 
up certain protests against granting the patent, all of which 
were filed after the approval of said survey, and concerning 
the legality of which it is not the purpose of this office now 
to enter into a discussion. 

In view of the existing discrepancy between the premises 
described in the application for patent and that embraced 
in the final survey, and of the fact that the published 
notice does not properly describe the locus of the claim as 
the same is set lortn in the application and diagram, it is 
held that there is no authority of law for granting a patent 
upon this claim, in its present condition before this office, 
but that proceedings under the statute should be com- 
menced de n&vo. 

It is believed that this position is supported by the decis- 
ion of the Hon. Acting Secretarjr of the Interior, in the 
case of the New Idria claim, wherein he concurs in the 
opinion expressed bv the Hon. Assistant Attorney-General, 
that " the published notice should agree in description with 
the application, and if it does not, the 'applicant has failed 
to comply with the statute." 

Tou will notify the parties in interest of this decision, 
sixty days from date of such notification being allowed for 
appeal therefrom to the Honorable Secretary of the Interior, 
if desired. 

Please acknowledge the receipt hereof as " N," and re- 
port your action in the premises, giving date of notification. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 
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Depabtment of the Interiob, 

Washington, D. C, 6th Dec, 1871. 

Sir : I return herewith the papers transmitted with your 
letter of the fifteenth ultimo, in the matter of the Salt Lake 
Mining Company's application for certain lands in the Fla^- 
staflf lode, Little Cottonwood Mining District, Utah Terri- 
tory. You rejected the notice on the grounds of incorrect 
published notice and incorrect suryey. 

Affer a careful consideration of the subject, I am of 
opinion that the defects in the published notice were not of 
so material a character as to re(][uire it to be set aside ; and 
your decision is modified to this extent. I entirely agree 
with your opinion that the errors of the suryey are such as 
to forbid its approyal. 

The inclosed copy of the opinion of Assistant Attorney- 
general Smith on the case, in which I fully concur, sets 
lorth at length the reasons of this decision. 

I am, Sir, yery respectfully, 

Tour obedient seryant, 

C. Delano, Secretary. 
Hon. Willis Dbummokd, Commissioner, 
General Land Office. 

(INCLOSUBE.) 

Department op Justice, 
Office of Assistant Attorney-General, 

Washington, Nov. 24, 1871. 

Sir: I haye considered the appeal of the Salt Lake Min- 
ing Company, from the order of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office refusing to issue a patent for the 
* ' Flagstaflf lode, *' so called. 

The Commissioner based his rejection of the application 
upon two grounds : 

1st. The notice published by the Register did not corres- 

Sond in its description of the premises, with the notice and 
iagram filed with the Begister. 

2nd. The suryey made oy the Suryeyor-general did not 
correspond with, and include the premises set forth in the 
claim and diagram filed with the Begister. 

First. The notice, application, and diagram, filed with the 
Register, described the discoyery shaft of said lode as dis- 
tant, north 470 15' west 2281 feet from United States 
monument, number 4. The published notice described it 
as distant. North 47^ 15' 2281 feet from United States 
mineral monument "A." The application described the 
lode as extending from the discoyery shaft, south 36^ west 
1200 feet, and north 3G^ east 1400 feet. The published no- 
tice as extending south 37^ 1200 feet, and north 36^ east 
1400 feet. 
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It thus appears that the published notice failed in these 
instances, of giving the bearing from the meridian, and left 
it uncertain whether that bearing should be east or west. 
It gave one course as 37°, when it should have been 36^, 
and described the starting point as monument A, when it 
should have been 4. 

^ It will be observed that the notice in the first three par- 
ticulars, agrees with tbe application so far as it goes. It 
is consistent with the application to the extent it statel the 
courses and distances, but fails to state the courses in full. 
It omits one of the bearings from the meridian. If there 
were nothing referred to, in the notice to help out the pat- 
ent defects in it, I think it would not be such a notice as 
the law requires. 

An examination of the notice, however, shows that it states 
that the company ''has this day filed in this office a dia- 
gram of the same, together with a notice of an intention to 
apply for a survey," etc. 

Tne " diagram" and "notice" referred to contain a true 
description of the premises, and, as I think, help out and 
cure ike defects referred to ajid patent in the published 
notice, upon the weU established maxim id ceraium est quod 
reddi potest ceratum. The error of one degree, in giving the 
course as 37^ when it should have been 36°, is so slight 
and would make so Uttle difference in the distance of 2,600 
feet, that it is not entitled to consideration. Dex non curat 
de minimis. The remaining discrepancy is the one which 
makes the stai^ting point monument A, instead of monument 
No . 4. This, in my opinion, is the most serious of all. 
Upon inquirv, I learn that there are, in fact, no mineral 
monuments tnat are designated by the letters of the alpha- 
bet. Practically, there was but little danger of sftiy one*s 
being misled by such a notice. Upon its face it would be 
seen that it called fur a monument that was unknown in the 
mineral districts, and the inquirer would be led to examine 
the diagram referred to in the notice, and upon such exam- 
ination would discover the error and ascertain the true 
monument. 

Moreover, the law does not impose upon the applicant 
the duty of preparing and publishing the notice. This is 
made the duty of the Begister. It is claimed by counsel 
that the applicant is not responsible for any errors made by 
the officer of the law in giving such notice. I think the 
officer is made for this purpose the agent of the applicant, 
and that it is the business' of the applicant to see that he 
substantially complies with the law. The object of notice 
is to advise those who may have adverse interests of the 
pendency of a claim that may affect their interests, and it 
will not answer to say that the applicant shall not be re- 
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sponsible for the notice, or that he shall receive his patent, 
although the officer entirely neglected to give any notice. 
But while I would not release the applicant from all respon- 
sibility for the notice, yet, inasmucn as it is made the legal 
duty of the Begister to prepare and give it, I would not 
hold the party to the same technical precision that I would 
if the law made it his duty to give the notice. 

Uoon the whole, I think the notice in question was not 
so irregular or defective as to justify setting it aside. 

Second. By an examination of the application and official 
survey made in this case, it will be seen that they do not 
correspond. 

The application was for a claim extending from the dis- 
covery snaft south 36° west 1,200 feet, and from the same 
point north 36° east 1,400 feet. The official survey was for a 
tract extending from the discovery shaft south 49° 39' east 
1,200 feet, and north 45° 39" west 1,400 feet. 

Assuming that the discovery shaits were identical, and 
there is a variation in the course of 81° 39', making the 
two tracts cross each other nearly at right angles, the ap- 
lication started at a given course and distance from monu- 
ment No. 4, the survey at a given course and distance from 
monument No. 3. Whether the two monuments were in 
fact identical is not shown. 

I am of opinion that the final suiTey should substantially 
follow the claim described in the application. I think this 
did not, and I advise that the decision of the Commis- 
sioner be reversed as to the published notice, and affirmed 
as to the final survey. 

Very respectfully, 

W. H. Smith, Assistant Attorney-general. 
Hon. C* Delano, Secretary of Interior. 



Depaetment op the Interiob, 

WAsmNOTON, D. C, March 14th, 1872. 

Sib : I have had under consideration the appeal from 
your decision in the matter of the Flagstaff lode, in Utah 
Territory. 

The only ground on which you declined to issue a patent 
was that certain adverse claims had been filed with the 
Begister after the expiration of the ninety days from the 
date of the publishea notice, and before the approval of 
the corrected survev. 

It appears that the notice was published on the fourth 
day of June, 1870, and one of the adverse claims was filed 
on the twenty-eighth of December, 1871, and the other on 
the tenth of January, 1872. 

The original survey was approved by the Surveyor- 
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general on the eighteenth of September, 1871. The corrected 
survey was approved on the sixteenth of January, 1872. 
The original was not approved by the Commissioner or 
De'partment, because it did not conform to the original ap- 

Slication and diagram in this, to wit : the application and 
iagram purported to start at a given course and distance 
from mineral monument !No. 4, and the survey at the same 
course and distance from mineral monument ISo. 3. 
The application and diagram represented the surface 

? remises to extend from the discovery shaft south 36^ west 
,200 feet, and north 36^ east 1,390 feet. The survey repre- 
sented the tract as extending from the discovery shaft south 
49^ 39^ east 1,200 feet, and north 45^ 39^ west 1,400 feet. 

There was then no evidence in the case showing that min- 
eral monuments No. 3 and 4 were identical. Now that fact 
is clearly shown, and it is also shown that the corrected 
survev corresponds with the original application and survey, 
and that the original survey covered tne identical discovery 
shaft now contained in the corrected survey, and that both the 
original and corrected surveys cover the identical discovery 
shsit set forth and included in th^ application and diagram. 
I state these facts for the purpose of showing that the ad- 
verse claimants are not prejudiced by the filing of the cor- 
rected survey, for it covers the identical discovery shaft in- 
cluded in the original published notice, which notice they 
disregard. They did not file any adverse claim under it, 
within ninety days from its publication, or at any time. If 
they could safely omit to file, imder that notice, it seems to 
me that they can safely do so under the present corrected sur- 
vejr. The original survey was approved before any adverse 
claim was filed. That survey was not set aside. It was or- 
dered to be corrected. It has been corrected. It may well 
be doubted whether it, as corrected, is such a new survey 
as would permit the filing of an adverse claim between the 
dates of the approval of me original and the approval of the 
corrected survey, even admitting that the law allowed ad- 
verse filings at any time before the approval and did not 
limit them to ninety days from the publication of the notice. 

But does the law permit such adverse filings after the ex- 
piration of ninety days from the publication of the notice? 

The second section of the mining act of July 26, 1866, 
provides that the claimant who has previously occupied and 
improved a vein or lode, and expenaed in labor or improve- 
ments, not less than one thousand dollars, shall file, in the 
local land office, a diagram of the same, so extended later- 
ally, or otherwise, as to conform to the local laws and that 
it shall be lawful for him to enter such tract and receive a 
patent therefor. 

The third section provides that upon the filing of the dia- 



74 DECISION BY [Nov. 10, 1872. 

gram, as provided in said second section, and posting the 
same in a conspicuous place on the claim, together with a 
notice of intention to apply for a patent, the Begister of the 
land office shall publish a notice of the same in a newspaper 
published nearest to the location of said claim, and shall 
also post such notice in his office, for the period of ninety 
days: ''and after the expiration of said period, if no adverse 
claim shall have been filed," (these words seem clearly to 
require the adverse claim "to have been filed" prior to the 
expiration of the ninety days notice,) "it shall be the duty 
of the Surveyor-general, upon application of the party, to 
survey the premises and make a plat thereof, indorsed with 
his approval, designating the number and description of the 
location, the value of the labor and improvements, and the 
character of the vein exposed; and upon the payment to 
the proper office of five dollars per acre, together with the 
cost of such survey, plat and notice, and giving satisfactory 
evidence that said diagrams have been posted on the claim 
during said period of nineiy days, the Itegister of the land 
office shall transmit io the General Land Office said plat, 
survey and description, and a patent shall issue therefor." 
The plain meaning of this is, that the Begister shall give 
the notice required for the period of ninetr^r days, and^ that 

Sarties having adverse claims shall have tne entire jiineiy 
ays in which to file their claims, and that upon the expira- 
tion of the ninety days, immediately upon its expiration, the 
veij next day thereafter, if there have been no adverse 
claims filed, the claimant shall have the right to apply to 
the Surveyor-general for a survey, and upon its being ap- 
proved and the land paid for and the proper papers for- 
warded to the Commissioner, he shall be entitled to his pat- 
ent. Ninety days is given in which to file adverse claims. 

They must be filed within that period. This is certainly 
a reasonable notice. It is much longer than publication is 
generally re(|uired hj State laws, to bring in absent parties 
and acquire jurisdiction over important interests. 

Is this rule, thus clearly stated, changed by the sixth 
section of the same act? 

That section provides, "That whenever any adverse 
claimants to any mine located and claimed as aforesaid 
shall appear, before the approval of the survey, as provided 
in the third section of this act, all proceedings shall be 
stayed until final settlement, and adjudication in the court 
of competent jurisdiction, of the rights of possession to 
such claim, when a patent may issue as in other cases." 
The object of this section is, to declare what shall be done 
when an adverse claim has been filed. It is not to declare 
when an adverse claim shall be filed. 

That had already been done in the third section. It 
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recites, that when *' any adverse claimants" ** shall appear 
before the approyal of the sorvej, as provided in the tnird 
section of this act," then all proceedings shaXL be stayed, 
etc. Of coarse it must be '^ before me approval of the 
snryey/' if done in accordance with the third section, for 
that section requires the adverse claim to be filed within 
the ninety days. Any other construction would allow an 
adverse ctaim to be filed^at any time before approval of the 
survey. A survey might be in the main correct, but yet 
erroneous in description or otherwise, in some slight par- 
ticulars, and yet, in such a case, an adverse claim might be 
filed which of itself would suspend the approval of the 
survey until it was adjudicated. Another claim might be 
filed before that was disposed of or the survey approved, 
and thus adverse claims might lap over each ouier, until it 
would be almost an impossibility for a claimant to be in a 
condition where he could demand an approval of his survey 
and the issuing of his patent. 

A construction which leads to such consequences ought 
not to prevail. I have concluded to adopt the one which 
requires the filing to be made within the ninety days. 

Your decision is, therefore, reversed, and the papers, 
together with your letter of the 28th ult., herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 

C. Delano, Secretary. 
Willis Dbummond, Com'r General Land OflBice. 



Legal Notice. 

DsPABTMEirr OF THE IlTTEBIOB, 

General Land Offioe, Washington, D. C, Dec. 8, 1871. 
Register and Receiver ^ Central City, CoUrrado: 

Gentlemen : It again becomes necessary to call your atten- 
tion to the fact, that in many cases the mining diagrams and 
notices are too indefinitely drawn to answer the require- 
ments of the law or instructions. 

The purpose of the diagram and notice is analogous to a 
legal summons, by which any and all parties are notified 
that unless, within a given time, they come forward and 
defend a^iy right or interest they may have in certain prem- 
ises, their right to do so shall become barred, and judgment 
rendered for claimant. 

This being the case, you will at once perceive the im- 
portance of naving the diagram and notice very carefully 
prepared. An honest claimant will certainly have no hesi- 
tation in giving such a description of what he claims, as 
will enable any neighboring claimants to fully inf orQi them- 
selves of his intentions. 
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* * * Should it be shown in any of the cases now 
pending, that parties have been injuriously affected by pro- 
ceedings under a diagram or notice drawn in a manner cal- 
culated to deceive, or throw them off their guard, it will of 
course be the duty of this ofiSce to open the case for inves- 
tigation, or to reject the claim, and require proceedings 
thereon de novo. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



A Public Highivay is not an Adverse Claim. 

Depabtmemt of the Intebiob, 
General Jjaixd Offioe, Washington, D. C, Dec. 29, 1871. 

Messrs. Williams & Carpenter, Sacramento, California: 

Gentlemen. * * * It would appear from Mr. Mulli's 
affidavit that his whole objection to the granting of a pat- 
ent on said application, is based upon the fact that 221 feet 
of a certain Dublic highway is embraced thereby. 

* * * Inasmuch as Mr. MuUi has not claimed the 
mine in question, or any portion thereof, adversely to said 
applicant, and as the right of way is fully protected by said 
eighth section (Act of July 26, 1866), it is held, that Mr. 
Mulli's protest is not such an adverse claim as is contem- 
plated by said sixth section (Act of July 26, 1866), and the 
Ilegisters action in refusing to recognize it as such, is 
hereby affirmed. 

•Should a patent be issued upon said application of Mr. 
Blakely, the right of all parties to the use of said highway 
will be as secure under the law, as if the title had remained 
in the Government. * * 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



EhtemplifLoations fVimished to Interested Parties Only. 

Depabtbient of the Interior, 
General Land Opfioe, Washington, D. C, Jan. 2, 1872. 

John N. Whiting, Esq., No. 70 WoU Street, New York City : 

Sir: I have to acknowledge the receipt, by reference from 
0. B. Boynton, Becorder of this office, of your letter of 
thirtieth idtimo, requesting a certified copy of the patent 
issued for the Daniel Peters lode, etc., with reference to 
which you are informed, that before the desired exemplifi- 
cation can be furnished, it will be incumbent upon you to 
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show what interest yon, or those for whom yon are acting, 
have in the premises in question, in order that this office 
may be able to determine whether, nnder the law, the ex- 
emplification can properly be furnished. 

V ery respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Proof as to IMUneral or Non-Mineral Character of every 
Subdivision Required in Contests between Miners 
and Agriculturists. 

Department of the Interiob, 
Genekal Land Office, Washinoton, D. C, Jan. 24, 1872. 

Begister and Receiver y SacraTnento, CcUi/omia: 

Gentlemen : * * * Inasmuch as no proof as to the 
mineral or* non-mineral character of the other tracts upon 
which mineral affidavits have been filed was offered at said 
hearing, they will be considered as mineral until the same 
shall be disproved, in accordance with circular of May 6, 
1871. * * * 

Very respectfully, 

Tour obedient servant, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



* After Entry is Made, the Burden of Proof Rests upon 
the Party alleging the Mineral Charaoter of the 
Land. 

Depabtment of the Imtebiob, 

WAsraNOTON, D. C, Feb. 12, 1872. 

Snt : * * * The burden of proof should be upon the 
mineral claimants where, in a case like the one under con- 
sideration, the land has been returned as agricultural, has 
been entered under the pre-emption law, and proof and 
payment have been made . It 'must appear to the satisfac- 
tion of the Department and the officers under it, that land 
sought to be acquired under the pre-emption law is a^icul- 
tural in its character before an entry can be allowed ; but 
a case having been made out, an entry allowed, and pay- 
ment made, the claimants have a right to insist that the 
onus jprobandi shall be upon him who then alleges that the 
land is mineral. * * * 

Very respectfully, 

B. E. OowEN, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. Willis Dbummond, ComV General Land Office. 
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Auriferous Cement Claims are Patented as Placers. 

Department of the Iktebiob, 
General Land Ofpiob, Wa9hington, D. C., Feb. 12, 1872. 

Thomas N. Stoddard, Esq., Sonora, California: 

Sm : * * * With reference to the second interroga- 
tory in your said letter of June 22, 1871, it is possible that 
this office may have labored under some misapprehension 
as to what was really the point involved in your mquirjr. 

If it was intended to ask if the auriferous cement claims, 
found in what are sometimes called ancient river beds, and 
usually worked by the hydraulic process, properly come 
within the signification of tlie term ''rock in place," as used 
in the second section of the mining statute of twenty-sixth 
July, 1866, then the answer must, undoubtedly, be in the 
negative; several claims of that character having already 
been patented under the placer mining law of July 9th, 
1870, they fully coming within the meaning of the term 
''placer as defined in said act. * * * 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Drx^mond, Commissioner. 



Uncontested Part of a Claim may be Patented. 

Department op the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C., Feb. 27, 1872. 

Register and Receiver^ Central CUy^ Colorado Territory : 

Gentlemen: * * * This office holds, therefore, that 
the foregoing verdict and judgment are fatal to the applica- 
tion of Bradley e^ oZ., to the extent of five hundred feet of 
the premises claimed by them as Ehode Island lode, leav- 
ing, however, two himdred and fifty feet of the claim un- 
contested. 

If the claimants have expended an amount equal to one 
thousand dollars upon this uncontested part in labor and 
improvements, and can in other respects come within the 
law, there is perceived no reason why they cannot proceed 
and obtain title to the portion of their original claim not 
affected by said verdict and judgment, should they desire 
to do so. * * 

Very respectfully, etc. 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 
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Proceedings to Secure Patent for Claim Previously Re- 
linquished. 

Departmekt op thb Intebiob, 
General Land Ofbicb, Washington, D. C, Feb. 27, 1872. 

Register anvd Receiver^ Central City ^ Colorado Territory: 

Gentlemen: This office has examined the papers trans- 
mitted with your letter of twenty-third November last, in 
the matter of the application of Thomas Garrison for a 

Satent for fifty feet of the Kansas lode, Survey No. 134, 
[ineral District No. 1, from which it appears that said 
Garrison, on the ninth April, 1870, filed in your office his 
application for a patent for one hundred and fifty (150) feet 
of said lode; that on the ninth day of July, 1870, and before 
a survey of the claim was made, Bobert W. Meade, as 

?;ent for the University Gold Mining Oompanv, of New 
ork, filed an adverse claim to the westerly fifty (60) feet of 
the premises and lode applied for by said Garrison; that the 
applicant, on the twenty-second July, 1870, withdrew from 
said application all claim to the said westerly fifty (50) feet, 
and asked survey, plat and patent for the easterly one hun- 
dred feet embraced by his said application, not m dispute. 

The papers in this claim were received with your letter 
of date the twenty-fourth September, 1870, and a patent 
thereon issued to said Thomas Garrison, dated February 
15, 1871 (Survey No. 89.) 

On the twenty-fourth July, 1871, the said Eobert W. 
Meade, agent as aforesaid, filed with you his withdrawal of 
the adverse claim to said fifty feet of the westerly extent of 
the original claim of said Garrison. 

Mr. Garrison thereupon renewed his application for a pat- 
ent for this portion of the lode, and without further notice 
a survey (No. 134) was made thereof, which received the ap- 
proval of the Surveyor-general on the second October last. 

On the twenty-third November, 1871, you permitted the land 
to be entered, and then^reported the case for final action. 

When Mr. Garrison relinquished his claim to a patent to 
that portion of the lode, it ended, closed and terminated 
the proceedings previously had by him with reference 
thereto, and the cmim could not again be presented, except 
by a party properly entitled to the possession and after due 
proceedings, as in an original case under the law. 

Whether Mr. Garrison has, or ever had, such possession 
under the local laws as would entitle him to a patent, is not 
disclosed by the papers, but whether he has or not, the 
claim cannot be considered upon its present basis, and it is 
therefore rejected. ^ * * * 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 
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Only Those ShoTTving Interest in the Premises can Assert 

an Adverse Claim. 

Department of the Intebiob, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, March 4, 1872. 

Register and Recovery Centred CUy, Colorado Territory: 

Gentlemen: The papers in the matter of Jacob Tascher's 
application for a patent for five hundred feet in length on 
the Alger lode, with surface ground fifty feet in width, have 
been carefully examined. 

It is shown that said application was filed in your office, 
on the seventeenth July, 1871, and notice thereof given, by 
publication and posting in the usual manner. 

Before a survey of tne claim was made or approved by 
the Surveyor-general, and on the sixteenth day of October, 
1871, Joseph M. Marshall filed his sworn statement, to the 
effect that said application of Tascher embraces and is 
identical with claim No. 13 East, on the Kansas lode, owned 
by the Empire State, Texas and Lincoln Gold Mining Com- 
pany, of Colorado, in whose behalf he files this sworn 
statement, *' solely that justice may be done in the prem- 
ises, and the said company protected in their title to said 
property." 

This affiant is not shown to have any interest whatever in 
the premises, or any authority for appearing in behalf of 
said company, even if any such exists, a fact not established, 
however, by the papers. 

It is not understood by what possible construction of the 
mining act, or the instructions thereunder, you received or 
filed this paper. 

The sixth section of the mining act provides that, *' when- 
ever any adverse claimants to any mine, located and claimed 
as aforesaid, shall appear," etc. 

Mr. Marshall having no interest whatever in the mine, 
"located and claimed as aforesaid," and no authority to 
represent parties having such interest, his affidavit entirely 
fans as an adverse claim upon which to suspend proceed- 
ings under the act, even if ne had furnished the abstract of 
title or proof of possessory right of said company to the 
Kansas lode, as required bv circular instructions. * * 

On the twenty-fifth Octooer, 1871, Theodore H. Becker, 
on behalf of himself and Anselm H. Barker, filed his affi- 
davit and protest against said application for patent, on the 
ground of identity with the Dickerson lode, claimed by 
them, the said Becker and Barker, and for reason also, that 
the premises, as described in the notice and diagram, "are 
not tiie property of the said Jacob Tascher, and the said 
applicant is not entitled to hold the same, under and by vir- 
tue of the local laws," etc. 
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These adverse claimants have failed to produce any ab- 
stract of title, and offer no evidence whatever in support of 
Mr. Becker's allegation of their joint ownership of the 
Dickerson lode. 

The assertion that the applicant for patent is not entitled 
to hol4 the lode under tne local laws, without specifying 
the grounds of such allegation, is a mode of testifying, 
which, if accepted, would enable deponent not only to de- 
termine the facts, but also the legal deductions therefrom, 
thus substituting his judgment for that of the Department. 

We cannot accept as evidence the conclusions of law, 
stated in general terms; the specific facts set out in detail, 
upon which such conclusions are based, being required. 

These opposing parties, Messrs. Becker and Barker, it is 
held, have entirely failed to make out an adverse claim, and 
their filing is accordingly rejected. * * * 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



An Adverse Claim Rejected because not Properly Made 

Out. 

Depabtmemt of the Intebiob, 

WAsmNOTON, D. C, March 19, 1872. 

Sib : I have examined the appeal taken to this office from 
your decision of November 29th, 1871, in the case of Beuben 
Thomas v. James B. Bichards and Thomas Tippet, involv- 
ing the right of Thomas to enter as a placer claim certain 
lands in Sec. 27, T. 16, N. B. 8, E. M. D. M., California. 

The facts in the case are correctly and fairly summarized 
in your decision, and raise a single question of law, viz : Is 
the claim of Bichards and Tippet an ''adverse claim" within 
the meaning of the sixth section of the act of July 26th, 
1866, as extended to placer claims by the act of Jmy 9th, 
1870 ? You hold that it is not. 

The claim of Thomas is one which, in absence of any ad- 
verse right, is patentable. Bichards and Tippet, January 
10th, lovl, pending the application of Thomas for a patent, 
filed an affidavit, alleging that they were then, and had 
been owners of certain portions of the claim of Thomas for 
more than three years, and that they had worked the ground 
for several years. They have never filed any other or addi- 
tional proof, nor have tney, so far as appears, commenced 
any action in the local courts. 

Such an affidavit, unsupported by other proof, is not suffi- 
cient evidence of an adverse claim. It does not, as required 
by the rules and regulations of your office, issued under 
these acts and approved by tiie Department, state in detail 

6 
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the nature of the adverse claim, where and how it origin- 
ated, whether by purchase, or location, or other material 
and essential particulars. It is a vague, indefinite, ex parte 
affidavit, and the failure to furnish other or more specific 
evidence for the period of over a year, is sufficient to raise 
a strong doubt as to the good faith of the contestant. 

I affirm your decision, and return herewith the papers 
transmitted with your letter of the twenty-ninth ultimo. 

Very respectfully, 

C. Delano, Secretary. 
Hon. Willis Dbummond, Com'r General Land Office. 



A Special Clause, Protectiiig Water Rights, is Inserted 
in all Patents issued for Lands in the Mining Regions. 

Depabtment of the Interiob, 
General Land Office, WAsmMoroN, D. 0., March 21, 1872. 

Hon. A. A. Sabgent, M. C, Washington, D. C: 

SiBt I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt to-day, 
by reference from you, ot a letter bearing date the twelfth 
instant, from George E. Williams, Esq., of Placerville, 
Oalifornia, recommending an excepting clause to be in- 
serted in patents issued for lands m the mineral regions, 
for the protection of rights for the use of water ditches, 
etc., in which you concur. 

In response, I would state that this question came before 
me for consideration several weeks since, and although from 
an examination of the ninth section of the mining act of 
July 26, 1866, and the seventeenth section of the amenda- 
tory act of July 9, 1870, 1 am satisfied that rights to the use 
of water for mining, manufacturing, agricultural, or other 
purposes, and rights for the construction of ditches and 
canals, used in connection with such water rights, are fully 
protected by law ; yet, in order that all misapprehension 
that might exist between the holder or claimant of such 
ri^ht and such patentee might be set at rest, it was deter- 
mined, in all patents hereafter granted in mineral regions 
of the United States, to insert an additional clause or con- 
dition, expressly protecting and reserving such water rights, 
and making the patent subject thereto, the same as before 
it was granted. 

The blank forms for this patent are now being printed^ 
and will be ready for use in a day or two, pending the re- 
ceipt of which, the granting of patents in the mineral region 
for agricultural lands will be temporarily suspended. 

I am. Sir, very respectfully, 

x our obedient servant, 
Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Apxil 1, 1872.] THIS GOMHISSIONEB. 83 

Patents oannot be issued conveying more than Three 

Thousand Feet of a Iiode. 

Depabtuent of the Interior, 
General Lanp OmcE, Washington,^. C, March 27, 1872. 

Hon. A. A. Sabgent, M. 0., House of BepresenlcUives : 

Sir: In response to your inquiry in letter of twenty-fourth 
instant, inclosing a letter from Hartson and Burnell, dated 
at Napa City, Gal., the eleventh instant, I have the honor 
to state, the construction which this office had placed upon 
the first and second provisos to the fourth section of the 
mining act of July 26, 1866, was that the limitation of 
claims in the aggregate to three thousand feet on a lode, to 
any person or association, was wholly prospective, and 
related entirely to claims taken up after the date of said act, 
leaving the parties who held the possessory right to claims 

{)reviously located, although in excess of tnat maximum, at 
iberty to apply for and receive patents therefor. 

In the case of the New Idria Mining Company, the acting 
Secretary of the Interior, concurring in the opinion of the 
Assistant Attorney-general, failed to coincide with this office 
in its interpretation of the law upon this point, and I am 
therefore unable to issue patents conveying more than 3000 
feet along the vein or lode, no matter whether the location 
thereof was made prior or subsequent to the date of the 
mining act of July 26, 1866. 

It is understood, unofficially, that it is intended by cer- 
tain parties in interest, to present a case involving this 
question, before the Hon. Secretary of the Interior for 
review. The letter of Messrs. Hartson and Burnell is here- 
with returned. 

I am, sir, very respectfully. 
Tour obedient servant, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Adverse Claim rejected, because Identity of Lodes 

not alleged. 

Department of the Interior, 
Gensbal Land OffiOe, Washington, D. C, April 1, 1872. 

Begister and Receiver ^ Austin^ Nevada : 

Oentlemen: On the thirteenth June, 1871, Ed. Powers, 
M. M. Egan, J. W. Kenneda, Ed. Curran, Thomas Kelly, 
and John H. Paly, filed in your office an application for 
patent for 1000 linear feet of the Sierra Nevada lode south, 
situate in White Pine District, White Pine County, Nevada. 

On the sixteenth of the same month, they published their 
notice of intention to apply for a patent. From an abstract 
of title on file in the case, from the offi<)e of the County Be- 
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corder, it appears that said lode was located on the twenty- 
fifth April, 1868, and record thereof made on the same day, 
and that the applicants for patent have the record title to 
1000 linear feet thereof. 

On the sixth September, 1871, Michael Meagher, for 
himself and his co-tenants, filed an adyerse claim to said 
application. In his sworn statement, he alleges that said 
application for patent includes the Edgar mining claim; thai 
said lodes or deposits are separate and distinct from each 
other; that he and his co-tenants and their predecessors in 
interest, have b^en in the quiet, peaceable and exelusiTe 
possession of said Edgar lode for more than two years last 
past, and that he and his co-tenants have performed the 
work necessary to hold a mining claim, under the laws of 
White Pine Mining District. 

From an abstract of title on file in the case, from the office of 
the County Kecorder of White Pine County, it appears that 
the Edgar lode was located on the 4th of June, 1868, and 
record Siereof made on the 20th June, 1868, and that Chas. 
E. De Long, M. Meagher, J. P. Garvey and Annie Meagher, 
have now me record title to 1200 linear feet thereof. 

From the foregoing it will be perceived that the mining 
ground sought to be patented was located prior to said Ed- 
gar lode, and inasmuch as said deponent avers that the Ed- 
gar is a separate and distinct lode from the one for which 
said application for patent is made, it is held that said pro- 
testant has failed to present an adverse claim within the 
law and for the following reasons, viz: 

First. Every patent issued for mining property contains 
an express clause by which all other veins or lodes, except 
the one named in the ^ant, are excepted and excluded from 
the conveyance according to the terms of the mining statute. 

Second. Under the mining regulations of White Pine dis- 
trict, a locator is entitled to hold one hundred feet of sur- 
face ground on each side of his lead, lode, or ledge, but 
this surface right gives him no title or claim to auy other 
distinct or parallel ledges which may be found to exist 
within such surface. 

This opposing party having made no claim to the ledge 

sought to be patented, but to another lode separate and 

distinct therefrom, and, as priority of location determines the 

right to surface ground, it is ruled that this adverse filing 

does not constitute such an adverse claim, either to the lode 

or surface ground, as is contemplated by the sixth section 

of the mining statute and the same is accordingly rejected. 
^ ¥r * * * * * 

Very respectfully, 

Your obedient servant, 
W. W. Curtis, Acting Commissioner. 
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Patent may be Delivered to Ovmer of the Mine, though 
he may not be the Party named in the Patent. 

Depabtment of the Imtebiob, 
Genbbal Laio) Office, Washington, D. C, April 4. 1872. 

Begiskr and Receiver j Central City, Colorado Terriiory : 

Gentleicen: It appears from the records and files of 
this office that on the ninth Joly, 1867, the ''Chicago and 
Clear Creek Gold and Silver Mining Company," a corpora- 
tion existing under the laws of the State of Illinois, applied 
for a patent for one thousand (1,000) linear feet of the 
Washington lode, described in said application as being a 

fold and silver bearing vein of rock in place, situate in 
daho Mining District, Couixty of Clear Creek, and Terri- 
tory of Colorado. 

This claim was subsequently reduced in its linear extent 
to seven hundred (700) feet along the lode, and due notice 
having been Riven, a survey thereof was executed, which 
received the ourveyor-generaFs approval May 25, 1870, 
being designated as ''Lot No. 66/' in Section 25, T. 3, S. 
R. 73 W., Colorado Territory. 

Said claim was, on the fifteenth February, 1871, patented 
to said applicants in their incorporate name, to wit: to the 
Chic^o and Clear Creek Gold and Silver Mining Company, 
and i£e patent was transmitted to you for delivery with 
letter of February 18, 1871. 

On the eighteenth ultimo, this office received a letter from 
the Beceiver at Central City, Colorado, inclosing a number 
of papers, and stating that said final survey of the Wash- 
ington lode was applied for May 11, 1870, and money there- 
for deposited by Alex. Huyett, a stockholder in said com- 
Eany ; that said Muyett exhioited a letter of authority, signed 
y the Secretary of said company, instructing him to com- 
fiete the application; that the entry was made August 30, 
870, and said Huyett informed that the duplicate receipt 
was ready for him; that he never called for it» but soon 
afterward went to Utah Territory, his whereabouts not 
being known to the Beceiver. 

The Beceiver further states, that a communication was 
addressed to Wm. Aldrich, the President of said company, 
at Chicago, Illinois, but no reply was received, and that he 
is unable to find any representative of the company. 

It appears from the papers now received, that Alfred 
Rollings, at the September term of the Distarict Court for 
the County of Clear Creek and Territory of Colorado, re- 
covered a judgment against tibe "Clear Creek Silver Mining 
Company for the sum of $318.88 damages and $35.10 costs 
of suit, upon which judgment a special execution was issued. 
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dated the seventii December, 1870, and directed to the 
Sheriff of said county, who afterward levied upon and sold, 
under said execution, 'Hhe whole of the Wasnington lode, 
situated upon the same mountain as the Veto lode, and the 
discovery shaft of which is about two hundred jards up the 
mountain from the discovery shaft of the said Veto lode 
and in a northwestern direction from the said Yeto shaft, 
situated in Idaho Mining District, Clear Creek County, 
Colorado Territory," the said AKred Boilings being the pur- 
chaser of said lode at said sale. 

It further appears, that said Boilings afterward assigned 
one half of his certificate of purchase under said execution 
to Ebenezer T. Wells, and that on the seventh November, 
1871, the Sheriff conveyed the said lode by deed to said 
Boilings and Wells, who now apply to have the undelivered 
patent recalled and another issued to them for the same 
property, or that said patent be delivered to them as the 
rightful owners of the premises thereby conveyed. 

In explanation of the misnomer in bringing this action, 
the said Pollings, under oath, deposes and says : 

''That he did not, at the time of commencing his said 
suit, certainly know the true name of said corporation, but 
deponent knew that one Alex. Huyett, then of said Terri- 
tory of Colorado, was a stockholder in the corporation, 
which was indebted to him, and deponent thereupon caused 
process in his suit to be served on said Huyett, as, accord- 
ing to the statute of the Territory of Colorado in that be- 
half, he lawfully might." 

''Deponent further saith, that the corporation against 
which this demand and cause of action in his said suit ex- 
isted, was the same corporation, by whatever name known, 
which had theretofore been in possession of the Washington 
lode, in Idaho District, County of Clear Creek and Terri- 
tory of Colorado, and engaged in working the same, under 
the management and superintendence of one J. Augustine; 
that one Alex. Huyett, lately of said County of Clear Creek, 
the same person upon whom the writ of attachment in de- 
ponent's said suit was served, was also a member of said 
corporation, and at times, during the absence of Augustine, 
had assumed to have charge of said Washington lode and 
the operations of said company therein, and that deponent's 
demand and cause of action, upon which in his said suit 
he obtained judgment, was for deponent's work and labor 
as a miner, done and performed, under the employment of 
said Augustine, upon and in the said Washington lode. 
Deponent further says, that he hath resided within the said 
Idaho District, and in the immediate vicinity thereof, dur- 
ing all the time for the past years, and that there is 

no other lode called the Washington lode, or which is 
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known or claimed hj that name, in said Idaho District, 
save the one upon which deponent worked, and for his work 
upon which the demand in said suit occurred, and that no 
other corporation, save the one of which said Au^stine 
was agent and said Hujett a member, and for which de- 
ponent worked as aforesaid, ever had possession of any part 
of said Washington lode, or ever asserted any claim 
thereto," etc. 

The fourth section of the Practice Act of the Territory of 
Colorado, (Revised Statutes, p. 601,) provides that, "In all 
suits against any incorporated company, summons shall be 
served on the presiden* thereof, if £e resides in the county, 
but if he do not reside in the county, or be absent from the 
county, or cannot be found, then the summons shall be 
served by leaving a copj thereof with anj clerk, secretary, 
cashier or agent of said company, within such time and 
under such regulations as are herein provided for the ser- 
vice of such process in suits against natural persons. Pro- 
vided, that if there shall be no such president, clerk, secre- 
tary. cashier or agent of said comDanv to be fonnd in Haid 
county, the summons aforesaid snail be served on some 
stocknolder of said company, and such service shall in such 
cases be deemed as eiSectual and valid as if made on any of 
the officers of said company."" 

It appears that in the suit brought by Boilings no officer 
or agent of the company could be found, and in accordance 
with said act the writ was served upon a stockholder in said 
company, the said Huyett. 

The said Boilings alleges in his sworn statement, "that 
on or about the day of A.D., 1871, de- 
ponent and said Wells went into possession of said Wash- 
ington lode; he is now in full possession of the said lode 
and every part thereof, whereof the said company were at 
any time^p^ssessed. and of the workings and iipr-'oTements 
therein and every part of said workings and improvements." 

In consideration of the evidence presented, and of the 
fact that misnomer was not pleaded in abatement by the 
defendants in said action, who, on the contrary, allowed the 
cas^ to go by default, it is decided that the said patent 
should be delivered to the said Boilings and Wells, who, it 
is quite satisfactorily shown, have the possessory title to the 
lode, thereby conveyed in view of said sheriflF's deed^ 

You will deliver said patent accordingly, being particu- 
lar to take their receipt therefor, and report your action in 
this behalf. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

W. W. OuBTis, Acting Commissioner. 
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Patent Recalled only when Errors have been made in 

Name or Description. 

Depabtment of the Intebiob, 
General Land Office, Washington, April 5, 1872. 

Hon. J. B. Chaffee, M. (7., Hmiae of Bepreaentatives: 

Sm: Bef erring to the subject of the inclosed letter from 
Hon. E. T. Weils, recently filed by you, I have the honor 
to state that the Begister and B>eceiyer at Central City, 
Colorado Territory, were on the fourth inst. directed to de- 
liver to Alfred Rollings and E. T. Wells, the patent hereto- 
fore issued to the *' Chicago and Clear Creek Gold and 
Silver Mining Company" for seven hundred feet of the 
Washington lode in Idaho Mining District, Clear Creek 
County, Colorado Territory; 

After a patent has once issued, it is contrary to the fixed 
policy of the department to recall the same, unless it were 
shown that an error had been committed in the description 
of the tract, or a mistake made in the name of the patentee; 
such not being the case in the present instance, this office 
is unable to comply with the request of Mr. Wells that a new 
patent be issued for said lode to Mr. Rollings and himself. 

Very respectfully. 

Tour obedient servant, 

W. W. CuBTis, Acting Commissioner. 



Rights of Persons making Entry pending Contest. 

Department of the Intebiob, 

Washinoton, D. C, April 19, 1872. 

Sir: * * * From this decision, Butler has appealed. 
He alleges that in point of fact the land is not mineral, and 
that, having entered and paid for it, and received a dupli- 
cate receipt, he has a vested interest therein, which it was 
not competent for the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office to disturb. The decision of the local officers in 
matters of this kind is not final, but is subject to revision 
by the Commissioner. It was the duty of those officers to 
have submitted the question to the Commissioner, for his 
decision, before they received the final proof and payment 
from Butler. The power of the Commissioner to review 
and revise their action, was not taken away by their neglect 
to report the case until after the duplicate receipt had 
issued. 

And Butler, by making payment pending the contest, and 
before the Commissioner had acted, only acquired a vested 
right, on condition that the Commissioner and other supe- 
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rior authority, should finally concnr in the opinion of the 
local officers. To hold otherwise, would deprive the Gov- 
ernment of all protection against the hasty and ill-advised 
acts of its inferior officers. * * * 

Very respectfully, 

B. B. CowEN, Actins Secretary. 
Hon. Willis Dbummond, Com'r General Land Office. 



Prooeedlngs in case of Special Agreement between Op- 

posiiuf Claimants. 

DePABTMKITT of THB IlTTBBIOB, 

Gekebal Land Office, Washington, D. C, April 19, 1872. 
Segister and Beceiver, Central City, Colorado : 

Gentlemen : On the twenty-seventh January last, you were 
directed to inform Neil D. McKenzie, adverse claimant to 
the application of Benjamin Woodbury and James B. Nor- 
ton, for patent for the Coral lode, that sixty days would be 
allowed him to institute proceedings in court, to adjudicate 
the right of possession to the premises in dispute. 

Li order to avoid the expense and delay of litigating this 
case in court, the applicants for patent and 'i£e adverse 
claimant, on the fourth March, 1872, entered into a written 
aj^eement, wherein it is stipulated that ''The said applica- 
tion for patent is to be and remain suspended in said Land 
Office, until the said adverse claimant shall obtain a patent 
for his claim upon the Bowlder County lode, described in 
his abstract of title thereto, on file in said Land Office, with 
his protest in the case, provided he shall proceed without 
unnecessary delay to make application therefor, and shall, 
with reasonable diligence, prosecute his said claim to pat- 
ent," etc. 

The question is now submitted, whether this adverse 
claimant can proceed with his application for patent while 
his adverse claim is still on file to the application of Wood- 
bury and Norton. 

It certainly is true, if McKenzie makes himself an ad- 
verse claimant to Woodbury and Norton, he, by the same 
process, makes Woodbury and Norton adverse claimants to 
nimseif, inasmuch as McKenzie's claim could not conflict 
with that of Woodbury and Norton, without the latter at 
the same time conflicting with the former. 

This difficulty may be obviated, however, by McKenzie 
withdrawing his adverse claim to said application, in which 
event the application of Woodbury and Norton will remain 
suspended, in accordance with the terms of said agree- 
ment. * * * 

Very respectfully, 

Wnxis Dbummond, Commissioner. 
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Final Survey must Cover Ground applied for. 

Department of the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, April 19, 1872. 

Begistet* and Receiver^ Central City, Colorado: 

Gentlemen : This office has had under consideration the 
papers received with your letters of the twenty-second Jan- 
uary, thirty-first January, and fifth February last, in rela- 
tion to the Hercules lode, from which it appears as follows, 
to wit : 

On the seventh August, 1871, the ''International Mining 
and Exchange Company," by its superintendent, E. P. Sex- 
ton, filed in your office a diagram and a notice of intention 
to Apply for a patent for three thousand (3,000) linear feet 
of the Hercules lode, with surface ground fifty (50) feet in 
width, situated on Queen's or Griffim Mining District, Clear 
Creek County, Colorado, described as follows, viz: 

*' Beginning in center of discovery shaft, from which the 
John J. Boe lode discovery shaft bears south 6P 32^ east 
148 feet ; thence north 66°, east 3,000 feet, to the eastern 
boundary of the claim, embracing a surface claim of twenty- 
five feet on each side of the center of the lode, and con- 
taining 150,000 square feet. Adjoining claimants on the 
west, A. F. Hall and Leonard Calkins, located in Sec. 13, 
T. 4, S. E. 75 west." 

It is shown that a copy of said diagram and notice re- 
mained posted in a conspicuous place upon the claimed 
premises for the period of ninety days, to wit : from the fifth 
of August to the eleventh of November, 1871. 

By the certificate of the Begister, it appears that a copy 
of t£e said dia^am and notice was posted in his office ^r 
the period of ninety days, from and after the seventh day 
of August, 1871. 

It is also shown, under oath, that said notice was pub- 
lished in the Weekly Colorado Miner, a newspaper pub- 
lished at Georgetown, in said county, for the period of 
ninety days, the first publication of the said notice appear- 
ing in the issue of said paper of the tenth August, 1871, 
and the last one on the ninth November following* 

It is likewise shown that not less than one thousand dol- 
lars have been expended in actual labor and improvements 
upon said claim. 

On the third November, 1871, and before the expiration 
of the period of notice, George L. Graves filed in your office 
objections to the granting of a patent for said claim by rea- 
son of alleged interference with the John E. McClung lode, 
claimed by himself and Oliver Graves. 

By your letter of thirty-first January, 1872, it appears 
that said objections were withdrawn imconditionally. 
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The Surveyor-general approved the plat of survey of. 
this claiiH on the fourteenth day of February, 1872, the 
same being designated lot No, 112, in Sec. 13, T. 4, S. B. 75 
west. 

Previous to this approval, however, and on the second 
day of February, 1872, a protest or adverse claim was filed 
by John M. Isaacs 6^ aZ., alleging interference and identity 
with the Seven Thirty lode, claimed by them under local 
customs and rules. 

As this adverse filing was not made until after the expira- 
tion of the ninety days notice given by the Hercules claim- 
ants, it cannot be considered, in view of the decision of the 
Hon. Secretary of the Interior, of the fourteenth ultimo, in the 
case of the Flagstaff lode, a copy of which you have received. 
The matter being entirely between the claimants of the 
patent and the United States, the question for consideration 
IS, whether the claimants have made such a compliance 
with the law as will authorize the granting of a patent. 

It appears, from a certified abstract from the records of 
Clear Greek County, Colorado Territory, that the three 
thousand feet of the Hercules lode applied for were located 
and recorded on the first day of June, 1868, by 
Bobert Guithus and thirteen other persons; the said 
Qui thus, as discoverer, taking four hundred (400) feet and 
each of his associates taking two hundred (200) feet on the 
course of the vein or lode, as contemplated by the first and 
second provisions to the fourth section of the mining stat- 
ute of Congress, approved July 26, 1866 (14 Stats, p. 251.) 
Said abstract further shows, that the present applicants for 
patent acquired, by purchase, the possessory right to the 
number of feet taken up under said location. 

At the date of said location the law of the Territory of 
Colorado, approved February 9, 1866 (Revised Statutes 
Col. p. 467), was in force and constituted the local customs 
and rules of miners in that Territory, as regards the number 
of feet which could be located upon a lode. 

This statute provided, that a discoverer of a vein or lode 
should be entitled to fourteen hundred feet thereof, to be 
called the discovery clsiim, of which the discovery shaft 
should be the center. 

This provision of law, after the date of the said Con- 
gressional enactment of July 26, 1866, being in direct con- 
flict with the maximum fixed by the first proviso to the 
said fourth section of the latter act, was void, in so far as it 
sanctions locations in excess of two hundred feet to a 
locator or four hundred feet to a discoverer. 

After the passage of the said Congressional law, much 
diversity of opinion existed among the miners in Colorado 
as to the proper course to pursue in making locations of 
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newly-discovered lodes, some following the Territorial law 
aforesaid, while others endeavored to conform to the law of 
Congress, according to their several interpretations of the 
same. 

In the case now under consideration the original locators 
followed substantially the Congressional enactment, taking 
at the rate of two hundred feet to each locator, with an 
additional claim of two hundred feet to the discoverer, until 
the maximum of three thousand feet was reached. 

With . the view of harmonizing the Territorial with the 
Congressional law in the matter of locations of lodes, the 
Legislature of Colorado Territory, on the eleventh Febru- 
ary, 1870, passed an < act for the relief of pre-emptors and 
locators of veins or lodes of quartz, the first section of 
which provided as follows, viz : 

"No statutory law of Colorado Territorv shall be so con- 
strued as to prohibit the location of 3000 feet or less on any 
vein or lode, in the manner prescribed in section four of an 
act of Congress, approved July twent7-sixth, one thousand 
eight hundred and sixty-six, entitied an act granting the 
right of way to ditch and canal owners over the public 
lands, and for other purposes, nor to obtain patents for the 
same, as provided in said act. 

" Sec % All pre-emptions and locations of 3000 feet or 
less, on any vein, lode or ledge made since the passage of 
the said act of Congress, and conforming to the same, shall 
be good and valid. "* 

Tne Hercules location, it wiU at once be perceived, is one 
of those coming within the scope and meaning of this 
enactment, which was made retroactive in its (uiaracter, 
with the express purpose of curing defect as to locations, 
occasioned oy the want of harmony between the Territorial 
and Congressional laws, as aforesaid. 

It is accordingly ruled, that the said Hercules lode« to 
the extent of 3000 feet, as claimed in said application, is a 
proper location, under the laws of Congress and of Colorado 
Territory. 

It appears by the affidavit of E. P. Sexton, that Amos T. 
Hall, John M. Wilson, Caleb S. Stowell, Louis M. Andrick, 
Leonard G. Calkins, and Edmund P. Sexton, compose the 
said ''Inte]::national Mining and Exchange Company, ** and 
by their several affidavits, these parties are shown to be 
citizens of the United States. 

It does not appear, from the papers, whether said com- 
panjr is incorporated or not. This information should be 
furnished, and if it is incorporated, a certified copy of their 
certificate of incorporation should be furnished, or other 
competent proof on that point. 

Upon comparing the final survey with the original notice 
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and diagram, it is fotind that a discrepancy exists between 
them in this, that the notice and diagram call for a strip of 
land fifty feet in width, starting at the discoTery shaft, and 
nmiUBR^thence north Bixi7-8ix(66) degrees east three thou- 
sand ^3000) feet, to the eastern boundary of the claim, 
while m the plat and field notes of the mial snrvej, the 
strip of land therein designated as Lot No. 112 is described 
as commencing at the discovery shaft, and running thence 
north seventy-six (76) degrees, twenty (20) minutes east 
three thousand ^3000) feet. 

There is, thereiore, the very material difference of ten (10) 
degrees and twenty (20) minutes between the tract of land 
for which they gave legal notice that they would apply for 
a patent, and the tract which they have had surveyed and 
platted by the United States Surveyor. 

To proceed to grant title on this survey, would be equiv- 
alent to issuing a patent for a claim for which no notice had 
ever been given at all, which is unauthorized by the mining 
act. 

No patent will be issued upon this application, until the 
plat and field notes of a corrected survey are received, de- 
scribing the premises substantially as set forth in the said 
digram and notice. 

xou will inform the parties in interest accordingly, and 
notify the Surveyor-general that it will be necessary for him 
to direct the deputy who executed this survey to proceed to 
correctly survey the claim, without additional charge to the 
applicants. 

Should he decline to do this, you will at once report the 
fact to this office, to the end that the proper remedy may be 
applied. 

Please acknowledge the receipt hereof as N, and report 
your action in the premises. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Agricultural Olaimants are Entitled to FuU Protection. 

Depabtubnt of the IVTSmOB, 

WASHniQTON, D. C, May 6, 1872. 

Sib : I have considered the case of James Kenna, pre- 
emption claimant v. John Dillon et cd,^ mineral affiants, in- 
volving the right to the south-west (][uarter section 27, T. 13, 
N. B. b, east, Sacramento, California, coming up from your 
office on appeal by Eenna. 

Kenna has valuable improvements and extensive cultiva- 
tion, extending to every subdivision of the tract. His good 
faith and compliance with the law are not disputed, and the 
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only question to be decided is as to the character of the 
land, whether mineral or agricultural. 

The evidence taken on this point, though conflicting, is 
strongly in favor of the agricultural claimant. On Septem- 
ber 9, 1870, to which time the case was continued by the 
local officers, the mineral affiants wholly made default, and 
Kenna was permitted to make proof and payment. 

I think it is fairly established, that though a small portion 
of the land at one time contained gold in paying quantities, 
that portion has long since been exhausted and abandoned, 
and that no part of the tract now contains that metal in 
sufficient quantities to pay for working ; that nearly all the 
land is valuable for agriculture, and some portions are of 
unusual fertility. 

While the mining interests are entitled to, and must re- 
ceive protection against the encroachments of persons who, 
under the guise of agricultural claimants, seek to secure 
title to large tracts ofminingland, the rights of bona fide 
pre-emption and homestead claimants to lands proven to 
be agricultural, are also entitled to « the same protection 
against ad verse, combinations of miners. 

Your decision is reversed, and the papers in the case 
transmitted with your letter of the twenty-first ultimo are 
herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 

B. E. Co WEN, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. Willis Drummond, Com'r General Land Office. 



After Disproving Mineral Charaoter of Land, Imraediate 
Entry thereof may be Made, if there is no Contest. 

Depabtment of the Lttebiob, 
Oenebal Land Office, WAsmNOTON, May 10, 1872. 

Register and Beceiver, SacrameniOy Califomia: 

Gentlebien : In response to your inquiry in letter of the 
tenth ultimo, I have to st>ate that ihe order of the fii-st 
April, 1872, referred to (requiring a decision of tiie Gen- 
eral Land Office, before entry is permitted), was intended 
more particularly to apply to cases concerning which there 
was a contest between parties to determine whether certain 
land is mineral or agricultural, a case having been received 
from your office during the incumbency of the late Begis- 
ter, in which the land was permitted to be paid for by the 
pre-emption claimant, after the testimony as to the char- 
acter of the land had been transmitted to this office, but 
before a decision thereon had been made. 

Li cases where there is no contest, and the evidence 
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taken after due notice, either before jou or the County 
Clerk, clearly and conclusively establishes in your minds 
that the land is agricultural, and not mineral, and that the 
claimant seeks title therefor in good faith for agricultural 
purposes, such claimant, if in other respects properly qual- 
ifiea and entitled, will have the option of entering the land 
at the time of making or filing this proof, or of waiting un- 
til this office shall nave rendered its decision as to the 
character of the land. 

You will be particular to have it understood that the 
power of this office to review, revise, or reverse your action 
m such cases is not taken away or impaired by this act of 
paying for the land, but that the claimant under such pur- 
chase only acquires a vested right on condition that this 
office or the Department proper shall concur with the local 
officers in the premises, and affirm the claimant's right to 
the land. 

In any case where there is a contest, or where the non- 
mineral character of the land and the hona fides of the claim- 
ant are not entirely clear and satisfactory, you will not per- 
mit the entry until the testimony has been reviewed at Mb 
office, and instructions given to permit the entry. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Wnxis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



The Rule adopted In the Flagstaff Case applied to an Ad- 
verse Claim while Suit was pending in Court. 

DEPABTMSm? OF THE InTSBIOB, 

Washington, D. C, May 11, 1872. 

Sir: T have examined the case of Adolph Weske, appli- 
cant for placer patent, v. S» T. Leet, adverse claimant, on 
ap|>eal from your decision of March 13, 1872, suspending 
action on said application, until a final decree in favor of 
Weske should be rendered by the district court for the 
Fourteenth Judicial District of California, in which pro- 
ceedings had been commenced by Leet. 

The record shows that the protest of Leet was not filed 
until after the expiration of the ninety days allowed by the 
acts of 1866 and 1870, for that purpose. It should not, 
ttieref ore, under the ruling of the Department in the case 
of the Flagstaff lode, March 14, 1872, followed in that of 
the Highland Chief lode, April 13, 1872, operate to suspend 
action on the application of Weske. 

Ton state in your letter transmitting the case, that your de- 
cision therein was rendered before the adoption of the rule ap- 
plied in the cases above cited. I reverse your decision, and 
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direct that the suspension of action on the claim of Weske, 
so far as the adverse claim of Leet is concerned, be removed. 

Very respectfully, 

B. R. OowEN, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. Wnxis Deummond, Oom'r General Land Office . 



Case of the Julia Gold and Silver Mining Company's Ap- 
plications for Patents for Certain Mines in Nevada. 

Depabtment of the Iktebiob, 
Genebal Land Office, Washington, D. C, May 27, 1872. 

Gentlemen : The papers in the matter of the applications 
of the Julia Gold and Silver Mining Company for patents 
for the Julia, Scheel, La Gata, South-east Extension of the 
Hale and Norcross, and \the Sarah Ann lodes, have been 
examined. 

The applications for patents for these claims were filed 
in the Begister's Office, September 30, 1871, and notice 
thereof given in the usual manner, by posting and publica- 
tion for ninety days. 

On the twenty-ninth of December, 1871, and before said 
period of notice had expired, Mr. Isaac L. Bequa, the Su- 
perintendent of the ChoUar Potosi mining company, filed 
in behalf of said company a sworn protest against patent- 
ing said claims, the nature of his obiections being in effect 
as follows, to wit : That on the fourth of February, 1870, a 
patent was issued by the United States to said OhoUar Pp- 
tosi mining company, for their claim on the Comstock lode; 
that they are still the owners of the properW described in 
said patent; that said lodes for which said cfulia gold and 
silver mining company has made applications for patents, 
conflict with the claim of said Chollar Potosi mining com- 
pany; that said lodes have no existence as separate and 
distmct lodes from said Comstock lode, ''but, on the con- 
trary, all bodies of quartz or other rock, in place or other- 
wise, bearing gold or silver, heretofore found or that may 
hereafter be found within the boundaries described in said 
application of said Julia gold and silver mining company, 
are parts and parcels of the said Comstock lode, and belong 
and appertain thereto, and there is no lode within said 
boundaries separate and distinct from said Comstock lode; 
and that said Chollar Potosi mining company therefore 
prays that all proceedings may be staved until the rights of 
the respective parties may be adjudicated in the proper 
courts. 

Upon consulting the records of this office, it is found that 
on the fourth day of February, 1870, a patent was issued 
to, and in favor of, said Chollar Potosi mining company. 



May 27, 1872.1 ^^^ COMMISSIONER. 97 

for 1400 linear feet of the Gomstock lode, the premises so 
granted being bounded ''on the east and on the west by 
the walls of the Gomstock lode, not jet definitely ascer- 
tained, containing thirty-four (34) acres and seventy-four 
hundredths (yVir) ^^ ^^ <^^^ ^^ land, more or less, as repre- 
sented in the following plat." 

The surface boundaries of the claim so patented, are 
shown b^ the record to be governed by four posts or mon- 
uments situate respectively at the N. B., N. W., S. E., and 
S. W. comers of the claim, said patented surface so bounded, 
representing a rectangle 1400 feet in length by 1081 feet and 
■^^ of a foot in width, embracing thirty-four (34) acres and 
seventy-four hundredths (^Vo) of an acre of land, more or 
less, as expressed in the patent. 

The said surface ground was gjranted and conveyed by 
said patent to said ChoUar Potosi company, together with 
the right to follow said Gomstock lode to the distance of 
fourteen hundred linear feet along the course thereof, 
''with its dips, angles, and variations, to any depth, al- 
though it may enter the land adjoining." 

In the adverse statement or protest filed as aforesaid, it 
is not asserted that the surface ground claimed by said 
Julia mining company, in their said applications, include 
or embrace any part or portion of the surface so described, 
bounded and patented to said Ghollar Potosi mining com- 
pany; the objection or protest being an asseveration that 
the several lodes, applied for as aforesaid by the Julia com- 
pany, have no existence as separate and distinct lodes from 
the Gomstock lode so patented to them, the said Ghollar 
Potosi company, but that, on the contrary, all bodies of 
quartz or other rock in place, or otherwise, bearing gold or 
silver, heretofore found or that may hereafter be found 
within the boundaries described in said application of said 
Julia gold and silver mining company, are parts and par- 
cels of the said Gomstock lode, and belong and appertain 
thereto, and there is no lode within said "boundaries sepa- 
rate or distinct from said Gomstock lode,'* etc. 

No proof or evidence of any kind whatever is found among 
the papers in support of this statement that the lodes sought 
to be patented by the Julia company as aforesaid, are iden- 
tical with the Gomstock lode. 

With the applications are found certain abstracts of title 
from the Gounty Recorder, from which it appears that the 
Julia lode was located May 25, 1863; that the Scheel lode 
was located February 28, 1866; that the La Gata lode was 
located March 9, 1866 ; that the South-east extension of 
the H Je and Norcross lode was located October 22, 1866 ; 
that the Sarah Ann lode was located March 13, 1868, in ac- 
cordance with local rules and customs of miners, and that 

7 
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the record title to the whole of the property thus located is 
now in the applicants for patent. 

It appears from a certificate from the clerk of the conrt 
having jurisdiction, that no suit has been commenced, or is 
now pending against said company applicants, bringing 
into question the title to said claims. 

There is evidence with the case that an amount of more 
than one thousand dollars have been expended upon each of 
said locations, and that in the aggregate more than one 
hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars have been ex- 
pended upon the same in actual labor and improvements. 

In the sworn statement of Mr. W. E. Judd, he alleges 
that he is the Superintendent of said Julia mining com- 
pany; that said company and their grantors have been the 
owners, and in the quiet and peaceable possession of said 
lodes, for a period of time in excess of that prescribed by 
the Nevada statute of limitations for mining claims, to-wit: 
from the dates of the respective locations; that said lodes 
have been occupied, improved, and worked in accordance 
with the local laws, rules, and customs; that he has made 
a thorough examination of the Julia company's said claims 
and developments; that more than two hundred feet of the 
extreme west of the west drift, on the four hundred foot 
level, is granite or country rock, and that said drift termi- 
nates in the same kind of rock, and that he is satisfied that 
this granite or country rock is the west wall of the Julia 
lode; that the said veins or lodes dip to the east at an angle 
of from 45^ or 50° from said granite rock; that each of said 
lodes is a separate and distinct lode from the Comstock 
lode; that the croppings of the Comstock lode are from 
eighteen hundred to two thousand feet west of the croppings 
of the Julia lode, which is the most westerly of the lodes 
claimed by said Julia mining company, etc. 

This sworn statement is supported by the affidavits of N. 
K. Lawson, L. M. Wood, T. J. Chambers, Henry Simons, 
C. Harper, J. C. Grant, A. J. Grant, and H, J. P. Scheel. 
A very careful examination of all the papers in this case 
has been made, from which it would appear that the objec- 
tions of the ChoUar Potosi company to the Julia company's 
said application for patents are based rather on a contin- 
gency which may possibly hereafter occur, than anything at 
present definite or tangible. 

It is possible that the Comstock lode and all of the veins 
or lodes claimed by the said Julia company may at some 
remote period be found, in their course downward into the 
earth, to converge and unite, and below their point of junc- 
tion form one main fissure ; but as this is a contingency 
onlj determinable by future developments, the wisdom and 
justice is not perceived of indefinitely suspending the exe- 
cution of the U nited States mining laws on any claims which 
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may be in. the neighborhood of either the Comstock or any 
other lode, to await such future event. 

It would be useless to cai:;ry any such yague undetermin- 
able question as this into the courts, for the reason that 
until sufficient explorations and developments have been 
made to actually establish the fsu^t that tne lodes unite and 
are identical, the judgment in view of the developments of 
to-day, might be reversed by the same tribunal the next 
month, or the next year, by further developments. 

A construction of the law which would suspend the dis- 
posal of the mineral lands, and prevent the government 
from obtaining its price therefor, until such hypothetical 
controversies as these can be finally adjusted in the courts, 
in my judgment should not prevail for the reasons — 

First. That if this is to be allowed in the present case, a 
precedent will thereby be established for interposing like 
objections to any and all applications for patents m any 
mining district, until it can be detei*mined in the courts 
whether all such veins in the district are identical, thus 
putting it into the power of a few persons to completely 
nullify the law in such district, and to defeat the very pur- 
pose for which it was enacted by Congress ; and — 

Second. That if these claims are to remain suspended from 
sale for an indefinite period, to determine a supposed under- 
^ound conflict, the ore, the only valuable part, will have 
m the mean time been extracted from the same, rendering 
the ground barren and worthless, in which event no one 
would purchase it from the government. 

But by the fourteenth section of the act of Congress ap- 
proved May 10, 1872, entitled **An Act to promote the 
development of the mining resources of the United States," 
provision is made to meet just such a condition of affairs as 
that supposed by the adverse claimants to exist in this case, 
to wit: That of lodes uniting in their course downward into 
the earth, the second proviso to said section declaring 
'* that where two or more veins unite, the oldest or prio? 
location shall take the vein below the point of union, 
including all the space of intersection." The ChoUar Potosi 
company hold their claim upon the Comstock lode both by 
priority of location and by patent from the United States, 
so that even if the lodes claimed by the Julia company 
should be patented, and after further developments, be 
found to unite with the Comstock lode, said Chollar Potosi 
company, in view of the law and by reason of their prior 
location and patent, would be as fully invested with title to 
said lode below the point of union, including all the space 
of intersection, as if the Julia claims had not been patented ; 
their right, however, to the veins claimed by said Julia 
company above the point of intersection, should they be 
found to unite, not being recognized by said statute. 
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It is perfectly clear to my mind, therefore, that the Chol- 
lar Potosi company cannot be injured in any just or legal 
right by granting a patent for4he claims applied for by tne 
said Julia company, and their adverse filing is accordingly 
rejected, as being insufficient under the law to justify a 
suspension of proceedings. 

On the 30th day of December, 1871, the Bullion mining 
company, by their Superintendent, Mr. E. A. Shultz, ap- 
peared at the o^ffice of the Ee^ster and Receiver to file an 
adverse notice or protest against said Julia company's ap- 
plications for patents on the Julia, La Gata, Sarah Ann, 
and South-east JExtension of the Hale dnd Norcross; but the 
same was not filed, in consequence of the absence of the 
Register, as appears by the xleceiver's indorsement upon 
the papers, until the eleventh of March, 1872. 

The said Bullion company's claim is upon the Comstock 
lode, south of and adjoining the said CnoUar Potosi com- 
pany's ground, and was located June 23, 1859, long prior 
to the dates of the locations claimed by the said Julia 
company. 

The nature of the protest of the Bullion company is the 
same as that of the said OhoUar Potosi company, herein- 
before set forth, with this exception, that the Bullion claim 
has not yet been patented, and their adverse filing is re- 
jected for similar reasons. 

You will notify the parties in interest accordingly, allow- 
ing sixty (60) days from such notice, in which an appeal may 
be taken to the Hon. Secretary of the Interior. 

In the event of a final survey being made of the said 
Julia company's claims, it will be incumbent upon the 
Surveyor-general to definitely ascertain and report whether 
or not the said claims lie within the two thousand (2,000) 
feet limits of the proposed or located line of the Sutro 
Tunnel; the act of Congress approved July 26, 1866 (14 
Stat. 242), granting the right of way for the construction of 
said tunnel, withholding from sale by the United States all 
lodes other than the Comstock situate within two thousand 
feet on each side of the line of said tunnel, which were, at 
the date of said act, in the bona fide possession of other 
persons; and allowing Mr. Sutro, his heirs, or assigns, the 
right to purchase sucn other veins or lodes from tiie United 
States, should the claimants thereof abandon, fail to work, 
possess, or hold the same according to' the tnining rules and 
regulations. 

xou will acknowledge the receipt hereof as "N," and 
report your action. 

Very respectfully, 
• Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 

Register and Receiver, Carson City, Nevada. 
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Department op the Interior, 

Washing^n, D. C, 24th February, 1873. 

Sir: I have considered your decision, rendered May 27, 
1672, in the matter of the application of the Julia Gold and 
Silver Mining Company for patents for the Julia, Scheel, 
La Gata, South-east Extension of the Hale and Norcross, 
and the Sarah Ann lodes in Nevada. 

The facts are as follows : 

On the thirtieth September, 1871, applications for pat- 
ents for these claims were filed in the Begister's Office, at 
Carson City, Nevada, and notice was given in the usual 
manner, for ninety days. On the twentieth of December, 
1871, and before said ninety days had expired, Mr. Isaac 
L. Bequa, in behalf of the ChoUar Potosi mining com- 
pany, nled, in behalf of said company, a protest against 
issuing patents for said claims, on ttie ground that, on the 
fourth of February, 1870, a patent had been issued to said 
Chollar Potosi mining company for their claim on the Com- 
stock lode; that they are still the owners of the property 
described in said patent; that said lodes, for wnich the 
Julia gold and silver mining company has made application 
for patents, are the same which underlie the ground em- 
braced in the patent issued to this Chollar Potosi mining 
company; and that underlying the land claimed by the Julia 
company, there exists no other vein, lode or lodes, than 
such as are embraced in the patent to the Chollar Potosi 
company. Wherefore, the Chollar Potosi company pray 
that all proceedings may be stayed until the rights of the 
respective parties shall have been adjudicated in the proper 
local courts. 

There is no claim on the part of the Chollar Potosi com- 
pany, that their surface rights conflict with the surface 
claims of the Julia company. The patent to the Chollar 
Potosi company is for fourteen hundred (1,400) linear feet 
of the Comstock lode, the premises granted being bounded 
on the east and the west by the walls of the Comstock lode, 
not yet definitely ascertained, containing 34^*^ acres, more 
or less. 

It appears that the Julia lode was located May 25, 1863; 
the Scheel lode, February 28, 1866; the La Cata lode, 
March 9, 1866; the South-east Extension of the Hale and 
Norcross lode, October 22, 1866; and the Sarah Ann lode, 
March 18, 1868; in accordance with the local rules and 
customs of miners, and the record title to the whole of the 
property thus located, is now in the Julia company. 

It also appears that no legal proceedings have been insti- 
tuted against the Julia company calling in question its right 
to patents. It further appears, that the Julia company has 
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in all respects complied with the mining laws, and all the 
rules and regulations made in accordance therewith, which 
are necessary to be complied with, before asking for pat- 
ents for the several claims. 

The question thus raised, is whether the protest entered 
by the ChoUar Potosi company against the issuance of pat- 
ents to the Julia company, and the reasons assigned by the 
ChoUar Potosi company for such protest, constitute "an 
adverse claim " within the meaning and spirit of the third 
and sixth sections of the act approved July 26, 1866, 
** granting the right of way to ditch and canal owners over 
the public lands, and for other purposes." (14 Stat. 251.) 

In order to understand and correctly decide this question, 
it will be necessary to consider the various provisions oif 
said act, and thus to arrive at its true construction and the 
legal intent of its authors. 

The first section of the act enacts that ** the mineral lands 
of the public domain, both surveyed and unsurveyed, are 
hereby declared to be free and open to exploration and oc- 
cupation by all citizens of the United .States, and those who 
have declared their intention to become citizens, subject to 
such regulations as may be prescribed by law, and subject 
also to the local customs and rules of miners in the several 
mining districts, so far as the same may not be in conflict 
with the laws of the United States." 

The second section provides that when any person claims 
a vein or lode of quartz, etc., having occupied and improved 
the same according to the local customs where the same is 
situated, and having expended thereon, in actual labor and 
improvements, an amount not less than a thousand dollars 
(81,000), and "in regard to whose possession there is no 
controversv or opposing claim," such claimant may file in 
the local land office a diagram, and enter such tract and 
receive a patent therefor, granting such mine, together with 
the right to follow such vein or lode, with its dips, angles, 
and variations to any depth, although it may enter the land 
adjoining, "which land adjoining shall be sold subject to 
this condition." 

The third section makes provision for a notice of the in- 
tention of the applicant to apj)ly for a patent, and directs 
the Register of tne land office in regard to the manner of 
publishing the notice for such claim; and provides that, 
after the expiration of ninety days from such publication, 
if no "adverse claim" shall have been filed, the Surveyor- 
general shall survey the premises and make a plat thereof, 
indorsed with his approval, and then declares that upon the 
payment to the proper officer of five dollars ($5) per acre, 
together with the cost of such survey, plat, and notice, and 
the giving satisfactory evidence that the diagram and notice 
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have been posted on the claim during the period of ninety 
days, the xlegister of the land office shall transmit to the 
General Land Office such plat, survey, and description, and 
a mtent shall issae for the same. 

The sixth section provides that whenever " an adverse 
claimant" to any mine located as aforesaid shall appear be- 
fore the approval of the survey, as provided in tne third 
section, proceedings shall be stayed until final settlement 
and adjudication in the courts of the ''rights of possession 
to such claim," when a patent may issue, as in other cases. 

It will be observed that the second section, after pointing 
out what is to be done by any person or association claim- 
ing a vein or lode of quartz, before a patent is issued to 
such person therefor, describes it as one **in regard to 
whose possession there is no controversy or opposing claim." 
It also provides that when the patent is issued granting 
such mine, the right to follow the vein or lode, with its 
*' dips, angles, and variations to any depth, although it may 
may enter the land adjoining." is distinctly recognized 
Then it is enacted that the ''land adjoining shall be sold 
subject to this condition." The sixth section then provides 
that when an " adverse claimant" to any mine shall appear, 
all proceedings shall be stayed until the courts shall d!eter- 
mine "the rfght of possession to such claim." 

In this case, the GhoUar Fotosi company assert no right 
of possession to the premises for which the Julia company 
ask patents. In regard to the surface possession of the 
property sought to be patented by the Julia company, there 
16 no "controversy" nor "opposing claim." It is asserted, 
however, that the Comstoct lode, previously patented to 
the Chollar Fotosi company, underlies the sunace of the 
several claims for which the Julia company ask patents, and 
it is also asserted that there is no lode or vein of quartz or 
other rock in place, bearing gold, silver, cinnabar, or cop- 
per, beneath tne surface of the several claims of the Julia 
company, except it be the Comstock lode, embraced in their 
patent before referred to. Is this such an "adverse claim" 
to the "possession" or "right of possession" of the Julia 
conipanv as is referred to in the third and sixth sections of 
the act? Does this raise a "controversy" or "opposing 
claim" in regard to the "possession" of the property for 
which the Julia company is seeking patents? u so, how is 
the adjoining land to be sold subject to the rights of the 
GhoUar Potosi company? If, by merely asserting that the 
lode patented to this company is the only lode underlying 
the land claimed by the Julia company, they can prevent the 
issuance of a patent to the Julia companjr until the question 
is settled as to whether their assertion is correct or erro- 
neous, how can such "adjoining land" ever be sold "sub- 
ject to the rights" of the Chollar Potosi company. 
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The chief purpose of this mining law is to open all the 
mineral lands of the country to '* exploration and occupa- 
tion," and thus to encourage and stimulate mining opera- 
tions. Hence the fourth section of the act limits the quantity 
of surface which any individual may take, to two hundred 
feet in length, and provides that no person shall make more 
than one location on the same lode, and that not more than 
three thousand feet shall be taken in any one claim by any 
association. 

It seems to have been foreseen by the authors of this law 
that, without some unmistakable expression authorizing 
''land adjoining" to be sold, difficulties such as this case 
presents might arise, and to prevent this, and keep open 
and free to "exploration and occupation" all the mineral 
lands of the nation, it was enacted that land should be dis- 
posed of in very limited quantities, and that lands ''adjoin- 
ing" those first located snould remain open to exploration 
and sale, subject to such rights as might have vested in the 
first locator. Considering this act in all its parts, keeping 
each of its provisions in view and observing the relations of 
one to the other, it seems clear to my mind that in estab- 
lishing this system for the sale of the mineral lands, it was in- 
tended to allow the first patentee to follow his vein, though 
it may lead him under "adjoining lands." It seems equallv 
clear, that it was also intended uiAt such "adjoining land * 
should be sold subject only to this right; and it seems 
equally clear that their right to follow a vein under adjoin- 
ing land does not <?reate a "controversv" or "opposing 
claim " under the second section, nor an adverse claim under 
the third section, to the possession of him who enters the 
adjoining land for mining purposes. 

There is, in this case, no controversy about the "posses- 
sion" of the surface of the several claims for lodes made by 
the Julia company, and hence I conclude that the ChoUar 
company has made no such "adverse claim" to the prop- 
erty sought to be patented b^ the Julia company, as is 
necessary, by the act aforesaid, in order to require pro- 
ceedings to be stayed until "final settlement in the courts 
of the rights of possession to such claim" be had. To 
allow any other construction would enable the first patentee 
greatly to obstruct the sale of the mineral lands; for, if a 
previous patentee sees fit to claim that his vein or lode 
underlies adjoining land, he can prevent this land from 
being patented to an indefinite extent of surface, until the 
fact is ascertained by legal proceedings whether such claim 
is true or false. He may thus suspend the sale of "adjoin- 
ing land," and, indeed, prevent any sale "subject to his 
rights," because he will require these rights to be deter- 
mined before the adjoining land is patented. 
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By issuing a patent to the Julia company the legal rights 
of the Chollar Fotosi company cannot be impaired, because 
the patent itself, following the direction of the statute, will 
provide that the adjoining lands are sold subject to the 
rights of the GhoUar Fotosi company. That company, if 
satisfied that its vein or lode is the only one underlying the 
surface claimed by the Julia company, can enjoin, in a 
court of equity, the Julia company from proceeding to take 
minerals previously patented to the Ghouar company, and, 
upon making good their allegations, will at once obtain a 
perpetual prohibition of the Julia company from proceeding 
to take such minerals. 

This construction of the act will enable the Government 
to proceed to sell ^'adjoining land," ''subject to the rights" 
of previous patentees, and will prevent the first patentee 
from prohibiting the Government the exercise of tnis priv- 
ilege, when adjoining lands are found which are supposed 
to contain other lodes or veins of minerals than such as 
have been previously patented. I cannot eradicate from 
my mind tne necessify of this construction. Any other 
view of it seems to me unreasonable, and against the spirit 
of the entire act, with a strong tendency, at least, toward 
an adherence to the letter, rather than to follow the reason, 
of the law. I therefore affirm your decision, and direct 
that patents be issued to the Julia company for its several 
claims, which, on their face, shall show that they are issued 
subject to the legal rights of all previous locators or 
patentees. 

I am the better satisfiied with this conclusion, because I 
xmderstand that it conforms to the uniform practice and 
rulings of your office since the passage of what is termed 
the Mining Act. 

The papers are herewith returned. 
I am, sir, very respectfully. 

Your obedient servant, 

G. Delano, Secretary. 
Hon. Willis Dbummond, Com'r General Land Office. 



The Keyotone Case : Involving the Right of the State of 
Califomia to School Sections vrhich are Mineral in 
Character. 

Depabtment op the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C., June 18, 1872. 

Register and Receiver y Sacramento, Califoi'nia: 

Gentlemen: The papers, testimony, arguments, and your 
joint opinion in the matter of a controversy between certain 
mining claimants, the town of Amador, and Henry Gasey^ 
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grantee of State of California, affecting the right to the east 
half of section 36, in township 7 north, range 10 east, 
Mount Diablo meridian, have been examined. The ques- 
tion involved is mainlj one of law, viz: As to the right of 
the State of California, under the grant of third March, 
1853, to lands found upon survey to be numerically desig- 
nated under our public land system as sections 16 and 36, 
where such lands were, at the date of such survey and 
designation, in the bona fide possession of parties properly 
qualified, who claim the right of having the mining and 
town site laws of the United States executed in their favor. 

It has never been clear to this office, that the grant by 
the act of third March, 1853, of sections 16 and 36, to the 
State of California for school purposes, vested any right in 
said State to mines, or that the decision of the Supreme 
court, case of Cooper v. Roberts, affirming the right of the 
State of Michigan to certain copper-bearing lands in school 
section 16, in that State, was applicable to California for the 
reasons — 

First. That the said act of March 3, 1853, '*to provide 
for the survey of the public lands in California, the grant- 
ing of pre-emption rights therein, and for other purposes," 
is simply a law in the ordinary meaning of the term, and as 
such repealable at the will of the law-making power; 
whereas the act approved June 23, 1836, entitled *'An act 
supplementary to the act entitled 'An act to establish the 
northern boundary line of the State of Ohio, and to pro- 
vide for the admission of the State of Michigan into the 
Union on certain conditions,' " belongs to that class of laws 
which are legislative compacts, and which, in that case, be- 
came obligatory and binding upon the parties to it, viz: 
The United States and the State of Michigan, on the 
twenty-fifth July, 1836, that being the day upon which the 
State of Michigan passed the act of acceptance; and — 

Second. That the said act of March 3, 1853, the sixth 
section of which grants sections 16 and 36 to the State of 
California for schools, contains a special condition in the 
last proviso to its second section, ''That none other than 
township lines shall be surveyed where the lands are min- 
eral," a provision of law not applied bv Congress to surveys 
in the State of Michigan, for the probable reason that no 
mines were known to exist in that State when the authority 
of Congress was first given for extending the survey therein . 

The inhibition as to survey of other tnan township lines, 
where the lands were considered mineral, was not repealed 
by Congress until the passage of the laws of July 26, 1866, 
and July 9, 1870, commonly known as the "mining acts," 
the first of which in its tentn and eleventh sections, and the 
latter in its sixteenth section, provides for extending the 
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United States surveys to the lands previously designated as 
mineral, and which had been excluded from survey or sale 
as such, the eleventh section of said statute of July 26, 
1866, providing **that upon the survey of the lands afore- 
said, flie Secretary of the Interior may designate and set 
apart such portions of the said lands as are clearly agricul- 
tural lands, which lands shall thereafter be subject to pre- 
emption and sale as other public lands of the United States, 
and subject to all the laws and regulations applicable to the 



same." 



It is not readily understood by what process of reasoning 
the sixth section of said act of March o, 1853, can be con- 
strued to mean a present grant of sections 16 and 36 of 
lands, which were by the second section of the same act ex- 
pressly excluded from survey as mineral. 

The land, comprising what is now designated township 
7 north, range 10 east, Mount Diablo meridian, forms a 
part of Amador County, California, in the mining region, 
and was of course reserved from survey or disposal until 
after the passage of the said mining act of July 26, 1866, it 
not having been surveyed into sections and platted until the 
year 1870. 

The deputy surveyor returned the east half of section 
thirty-six in said township as vacant agricultural land, as 
appears from the official plat thereof ; a return shown by 
tne evidence to be grossly incorrect and fraudulent, the tes- 
timony clearly estaolishing that the town of Amador, which 
lies within said subdivision, was plainly visible from nu- 
merous points along the lines run by the surveyor, as were 
also the improvements, etc., of the several quartz mining 
companies, whose mines are within said east half of section 
thirty-six. 

The seventh section of said statute of March 3, 1853, pro- 
vides for pre-emption claims upon school sections sixteen 
or thirty-six, but fails to provide for mining claims for the 
very excellent reasons : First, that Congress in said act had 
only given authority for the survey of agricultural lands 
upon the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, of which it was 
well known that agricultural pre-emption claims would often 
be found, rendering it necessary to provide the means for 
their protection, and for indemnifying the State, by grant- 
ing lieu land for the areas so pre-empted ; and second, that 
Congress having by said act expressly limited the extension 
of surveys to agricultural lands, that body considered that 
inhibition in itself ample and complete protection to miners 
against school or anv other kind of claims ; there being no 
section 16 or 36 so long as this region remained a part of 
the reserved mineral land of the United States, 

The mining act of July 26, 1866, provides, among other 
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things, for granting patents for mining claims npon surveyed 
and unsurveyed lands, and a number of mines upon unsur- 
veyed public land have been patented in accordance with* 
said statute. If said act of March 3, 1853, is to be inter- 
preted as being a present grant of all the unsurveyed lands 
in California, which, upon survey into sections, are found 
to be designated sections sixteen and thirty-six, it follows, 
of course, that in case any of the mines so patented are 
found, when such surveys are made, to be within the sec- 
tions so designated, the titles so issued will become void 
and the right of the State attach, the same as if no such 
patents had ever been issued. 

Such construction of the law would not only be prepos- 
terous and absurd, but would be disastrous, in a ^eat 
measure to the mining interests, inasmuch as no miners 
upon unsurveyed lands can tell whether they are upon 
school lands or not, or whether they could with safety go 
to any expense in opening up any mine, in view of the pos- 
sible contingency of its being upon what may hereafter be 
found to be a school section, m which event their time, 
labor, and expenditures would, instead of being of any ad- 
vantage to themselves, only enhance the value of the prop- 
erty of the State or of its assignees. The first section of 
the mining statute of July 26, 1866, enacts ''that the 
mineral lands of the public domain, both surveyed and un- 
survej^ed, are hereby declared to be free and open to ex- 
ploration and occupation by all citizens of the United 
States and those who have declared their intention to be- 
come citizens/* etc. 

Holding therefore, as this office does, that prior to the 
7th October, 1870, the date of filing the plat of said town- 
ship, the said east half of section 36 formed a part of the 
unsurveyed mineral lands of the public domain, within the 
scope and meaning of said first section, it is ruled that the 
parties who were in the actual occupancy and possession 
of mining claims under local regulations in said subdivision, 
at the date of the filing of said township plat, were in such 
occupancy and possession under authority of said statute of 
July 26, 1866, and that they or their grantees, upon com- 
pliance with the mining laws of Congress, will be entitled 
to patents for their respective claims, the same as if they 
were upon unsurveyed lands or within sections other than 
J6or36. 

With regard to the town of Amador, it appears from the 
record that it was settled previous to the year 1853; that on 
the 28th November, 1870, J. Foot Turner, county judge, 
filed in your office D. S. No. 2171, in trust for the inhabit- 
ants of said town, claiming the right to enter the northeast 
quarter, east half of northwest quarter, northwest quarter 
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of southeast quarter, and northeast quarter of southwest 
quarter of said section 36, in virtue of the town-site law of 
March 2, 1867; that he subsequently filed abandonments of 
said town-site claim so far as it affected the north half of 
northeast quarter of said section, and the veins, lodes, or 
ledges and surface ground claimed by the several mining 
companies in the east half of said section. 

The town-site law of 2d March, 1867, expressly provides 
that no title shall be acquired under its provisions to any 
mine of gold, silver, cinnabar, or copper, and the act amen- 
datory thereof, approved June 8, 1868, provides that n6 
title under said act of 2d March, 1867, shall be acquired to 
any valid mining claim or possession held und^r existing 
laws of Confess. 

Several mining claims are shown to exist within the limits 
of the land claimed for said town* si t&; therefore this office 
will not finally pass upon said town-site application until 
all mining claims within its limits shall have been adjusted 
according to law, it being decided that after all the mining 
claims therein shall have been segregated and finally ad- 
justed, the remainder of the land included by said town- 
site application may be entered, in the usual manner for the 
inhabitants of the town as provided by law. 

As a portion of the town of Amador appears to lie upon 
some of these quartz claims, it will be necessary in issuing 
the patents for the mines to insert a special clause except- 
ing and excluding from such conveyance any and all 
to^ property or municipal rights upon the surface ground 
so patented, such as houses, buildings, structures, lots, 
blocks, streets, alleys, or other improvements not belonging 
to the grantee named in the patent, and all rights necessary 
or proper to the occupation, possession, or enjoyment of 
the same. You will notify all parties in interest hereof, al- 
lowing sixty days from notice, in which an appeal mav be 
taken to the honorable Secretary of the Interior, should the 
same be desired. 

Please acknowledge the receipt hereof as *'N," and report 
your action in the premises. 
Very respectfully. 

Tour obedient servant, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



DEPARTMEirr OF THE IkTEBIOB, 

Washington^ April 28, 1873. 

Sib: I have examined the case of the Keystone Consoli- 
dated Mining Company, Original Amador Mining Company, 
Banker Hill Quartz Mining Company, Eureka Quartz Min- 
ing Company, and town site of Amador City v. The State 
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of California, on appeal to the Department from the decision 
of the Commissioner of the General Uand Office of June 
18, 1872. 

The land in question is the east half of section 36, town- 
ship 7 north, range 10 east, Mount Diablo meridian, in the 
State of California. The State claims the entire tract under 
the act of Congress of March 3, 1853 (10 Stat., 244, sec. 
6), as school land. The mining companies claim a portion 
of it under the act of July 26, 1866 (14 Stat., 251), and 
Amador City claims a part of it under the act of March 2, 
1867 (14 Stat., 641). The land is mineral land, and said 
mining companies located their mines for most of the tehri- 
tory now claimed bv them in 1851, and for the remainder in 
1856, 1863, and 1864. They have continuously worked these 
mines from time of location to the present, and have ex- 

E ended on the same a large sum, exceeding $1,000,000, and 
ave realized from them a still larger sum. Thev have com- 
plied with all the provisions of the act of July 26, 1866, 
and have made their respective applications in due time. 

Amador City was located on the half section in contro- 
versy, in the immediate vicinity of said mines, in 1851, and 
then had a population of about seventy-five persons. It 
contained about three hundred inhabitants at the date of 
the act of March 3, 1853, and now contains about five 
hundred. It has about one hundred dwelling-houses, two 
stores, two saloons, one hotel, one postoffice, one express 
office, one telegraph office, one church, and one school- 
house. It has filed an abandonment of all claim to any 
portion of the legal subdivisions upon which it is situated, 
so far as the same conflicts with the claim of either of the 
mining companies . 

The survey of the township lines of said township 7 was 
completed August 27, 1869. The section lines were run 
March 10, 1870. The plat was approved September 30, 
1870, and filed .in the local office October 7, 1870. The 
State of California, on the fourth of November, 1870, sold 
to Henry Casey the east half of said section 36 for the sum 
of $400, and the claim to the same is now prosecuted by 
him or those who claim under him. 

Upon these facts, it is conceded by all parties to this con- 
test, that each of the said mining companies is entitled to a 
patent for the lands claimed by it, unless the title for said 
half section is now vested in the State of California or its 
grantee. It is also conceded that the claim of Amador City 
IS good and valid, unless in confliict with the title of the 
State or its grantee. 

The local officers rejected the title of the State, and their 
decision was affirmed by the Commissioner. 

The claimant under the State has appealed, and the whole 
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case is now before this Department on its merits. It in- 
volves a construction of the act of March 3, 1853, entitled 
"An act to provide for the survey of the public lands in 
California, tne granting of pre-emption rights therein, and 
for other purposes." 

In attempting to ascertain the true meaning of this act, 
I shall assume, as hornbook law, that in every valid grant 
there must be a grantor capable of making the grant, a 
grantee capable of taking it, and a thing granted capable of 
identification with reasonable certainty; that all grants 
made by the General Government to individuals, corpora- 
tions, or States, are to be construed strictly against the 
grantee, and that nothing passes by implication; that the 
intent of the law-makers is to govern, and that such intent 
is to be gathered from the entire act. 

In the further examination of this case, I propose to con- 
sider the following inquiries : 

First. When does title vest in the State to sections 16 
and 36 under said act? 

Second. Does the seventh section except from the grant, 
land upon which settlement has been made prior to survey 
for other purposes than pre-emption appropriation? 

Third. Does the grant include mineral lands in sections 
16 and 36? 

First. When does title vest in the State to sections 16 
and 36, under said act? Section 6 of the act reads as fol- 
lows: ''That all the public lands in the State of California, 
whether surveyed or unsurveved, with the exception of sec- 
tions 16 and 36, which shall oe, and hereby are, granted to 
the State for the purposes of public schools in each town- 
ship, and with the exception of land appropriated under 
the authority of this act or reserved by competent author- 
ity, and excepting also the lands claimed under any foreign 
grant or title, ana the mineral lands, shall be subject to the 
pre-emption laws of fourth September, eighteen hundred 
and forty-one," etc. 

It is claimed by appellant that this section contains a 
grant in presenti to the State, taking effect from the date of 
the act, upon all tracts afterward located by Government 
survev on sections 16 and 36 in each township, and that 
complete title was vested in the State to the same on the 
3d of March, 1853, and that Congress thereafter had no 
power to provide a way for a different disposition of any 
such lands. On the other hand it is claimed, on behalf of 
the mining and town site companies, that the grant, though 
in words de presenti, was in fact a grant in the nature of a 
float, taking effect to vest title upon no specific tracts until 
survey, and that, until such survey. Congress had power to 
make other and different disposition of the land. 
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The power of Congress to change, modify, alter, or re- 
peal the grant in question at any time prior to the date when 
title vests in the State, will not, I think, be questioned, and 
it is equally clear that after title has once vested. Congress 
has no furtner power to alter, modify, or change the grant. 
It is evident, therefore, that, with reference to this branch 
of the case, it is only necessary to inquire whether title to 
sections 16 and 86 vested in me State prior to the act of 
July 26, 1866. If it did, then Congress had no power to 
dispose of the land in the manner pointed out in that act; 
if it did not, then the title of the mineral claimants is good 
and patents must issue to them for the tracts claimed. 

In my opinion, the si^th section of the act of 1853 should 
be construed as a ^ant to the State in presently in the na- 
ture of a float, taking effect upon specific tracts when the 
same are surveyed by the United States, and not before. 
The grant is in words, de presenii, but until survey there are 
no tracts or parcels of land in existence answering to the 
calls of the grant. A beneficial interest under it can only 
ensue to the State when the United States, in extending the 
lines of the public surveys, sets apart certain tracts and* 
designates them as sections 16 and 36. It will not be 
denied that Congress had the legal power, no matter what 
may be said of the political obligation of the Government, 
to provide that this land should never be surveved, or that 
in surveying it a different method should be adopted than 
that now in use, and no such tracts as sections 16 and S6 
be set apart. Would not the passage of such an act have 
operated to entirely defeat the grant to the State? The 
grant calls for certain tracts bv recognized technical desig- 
nations. No such tracts could be found, and the State 
would be without remedy to compel the Government to 
create them. A like effect would be produced by a refusal 
of the executive officers of the Government to extend the 
surveys. ^ The State would be indefinitely without beneficial 
interest in the grant. Of course the happening of the 
contingency I have mentioned could hardly for a moment 
be ^prehended, for the United States is, m good faith to 
the State, and in the performance of its political obligations, 
bound within reasonable time, in the extension of the pub- 
lic surveys, to set apart the tracts granted; but I refer to it 
to show the nature of grant in the State and its liability to 
defeat before survey. 

I think the grant is in nature the same as that usually 
made by Congress to railroad companies to aid in the con- 
struction of their roads. These grants are generally for a 
certain number of sections, designated by odd numbers on 
each side of the road, with a provision for indemnity selec- 
tion, in case any of such sections shall have been sold or 
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otherwise disposed of prior to the definite location of the 
line. The highest judicial authority (Eailroad v. Smith, 
9 Wallace, 99 ; Railroad v. Fremont Co., 9 Wallace, 90) 
has repeatedly held that these grafts did not vest any right 
in the companies to specific sections until the line of the 
road was definitely fixed on the face of the earth. The 
grant to California by the act of 1853 is similar. It is for 
certain sections designated by numbers, the precise location 
of which cannot be definitely ascertained until survey. The 
grant in both becomes certain upon the happening of a con- 
tingency ; in the former by definite location, in the latter 
by survey. In the railroaa cases, the Supreme Court holds 
that title to specific tracts vests only on the happening of 
this contingency that makes the Ki^nt certain as to location. 
Why should not the same rule be applied to the grant to 
the State, and the title held to be vested upon the happen- 
ing of the contingency that makes that grant certain as to 
location ? 

In the case of Gaines et al. v. Nicholson (9 How. , 365), 
passing upon the right of the State of Mississippi to school 
sections under an act (2 Stat., 229), reserving section six- 
teen in each township for the support of schools, and two 
subsequent acts providing for . indemnity to the State for 
loss of same by reason of interference with foreign grants 
and for leasing such lands for the support of schools, the 
Supreme Court said: '* The State of Mississippi acquired 
a right to every sixteenth section by virtue of these acts on 
the extinguishment of the Indian right of occupancy, the 
title to wliich in respect to the particular sections became 
vested, if vested at all, as soon as the surveys were made 
and the sections designated." 

The case of Cooper v. Boberts (18 How., 173), although 
cited and relied upon by counsel for the State, seems not 
to sustain their position, but rather follows and ajQirms the 
principles enunciated in Gaines v. Nicholson. 

The United States, in her compact with the Territory of 
Michigan, on her admission to the Union as a State, ratified 
July ^2, 1836, appropriated to the State section 16 in 
each township for tne benefit of schools. The land in con- 
troversy was surveyed in the summer of 1847, and desig- 
nated as section 16. The right of the State to the same 
was contested by certain mining claimants asserting rights 
under a purchase from the Government of lead mines, un- 
der the act of March 1, 1847, to whom a patent had issued, 
reserving tlie right of the State. The court first examined 
the history of the usual grants to the States, upon their ad- 
mission to the Union, for the benefit of schools, showing 
that these gifts were the result of a cherished policy on the 
part of the Government for the encouragement of popular 

8 
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education, and declaring that the compact with the States 
did not except mineral lands from the operation of the 
grant. The court then said: ''We agree that, until the sur- 
vey of the township and the designation of the specific sec- 
tions, the right of the State rests in compact, binding, it is 
true, the puolic faith, and dependent for execution upon 
the political authorities. Courts of justice have no authority 
to mark out and define the land which shall be subject to 
the grant. But when the political authorities have per- 
formed this duty, the compact has an object upon which it 
can attach, and, if there is no legal impediment, the title of 
the State becomes a legal title.*' The court then passed to 
the consideration of the question whether any such ''legal 
impediment" was created by the act of 1847, and decided 
that there was not, for the reason that said act expressly 
excepted section 16 from its operation. The court then 
further inquired whether the execution of a lease to the 
mineral claimants by the Secretary of War, with the right 
of renewal upon the lessee's compliance with certain con- 
ditions, upon which lease the claimants, having continued 
in possession and complied with conditions, were allowed to 
make entry under the act of 1847, was a legal impediment 
preventing the title from vesting in the State, and neld that 
it was not such an impediment, for the reason that the claim 
of the company was not perfect under the lease, the act of 
1847, and the act of September, 1850 (9 Stat., 472). The 
court said: "Hence had there been a legal impediment to 
the execution of the compact with Michigan, enacted either 
by the second section of the act of 1847, which separated, 
for some purposes, the mineral from the public lands, or by 
the privileges granted to the lessees or tneir assigns, in the 
third section of that act, it was removed by the repealing 
clause of the act of 1850, and the non-compliance with the 
conditions on which the privileges depended." 

It is thus seen that even in the case of a compact between 
the United States and the State of Michigan, duly ratified 
by the State (a much stronger case than that of the simple 
grant, by an ordinary act, to the State of California), the 
Supreme Court recognized the power of Congress, by sub- 
sequent legislation, to interpose a legal impediment to the 
title to school sections vesting in the State upon survey. 
There was no intimation that this power of Congress was 
doubted by the court. It was plainly recognized in every 
inquiry, and the title of the State was affirmed on the sole 
ground that no such impediment existed. 

In the case of Eissell v. Saint Louis public schools (18 
How., 19), in discussing the right of the school commis- 
sioners of Saint Louis to certain out-lots, town lots, etc., 
reserved for the use of schools by the act of June 13, 1812 
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(2 Stat., 148), and the confirmatory act of January 27, 1831 
(4 Stat., 435), which said lots were to be surveyed under 
the provisions of the first mentioned act, the court said : 
^'Our opinion is that the school lands were in the condition 
of Spanish claims after confirmation by the United States, 
without having established and constructed boundaries 
made by public authority, and which claims depended for 
their specific identity on surveys to be executed by the Gov- 
ernment. The case of West v. Cochran (17 How., 413), 
lays down the dividing line between the executive and judi- 
cial powers in such cases, to wit: that until a designation, 
accompanied by a survey or description, was made by the 
Surveyor-general, the title attached to no land, nor had a 
court of justice jurisdiction to ascertain its boundaries." 

In the case of Van Valkenberg v. McCloud (21 Oal. S.R., 
830) the Supreme Court of California, in construiDg the 
£ve hundred thousand acre grant to the State, under the 
act of Congress of September 4, 1841 (5 Stat. 453), held that 
selections could be made thereunder prior to the survey of 
the land, subject to subsequent change to conform to the 
government lines, but this decision was overruled in the 
subsequent cases of Terry v. Megerle (24 Cal., 624), Gray- 
son 17. Knight (27 Cal., 507), and MiddletOn v. Lowe (30 
Cal., 596). In the latter case, referring to the decision of 
Grayson v. Knight, the question being one relating to the 
right of the Sl^te to sections 16 and 36, under the act of 
1853, the Court said ; "The reasons operating to prevent 
the State or her vendee from acquiring a title by the aid of 
selection made, as in that case before the congressional 
survey, are equally cogent to show that title to any partic- 
tdar parcel of the lands granted for the purposes of public 
schools, does not vest in the State until such survey has 
been made. * * * It thus appears that the grant to the 
State has not attached to the land in controversy (section 
36,) both because of the exception to the act of Congress in 
r favor of private grants, and because the lands have not been 
surveyed by the United States." 

The cause of Higgins r. Houghton, relied upon by coun- 
sel to sustain the claim of the State, seems rather, upon a 
careful examination, to sustain an opposite view of the law 
from that contended for. The case involved a question as 
to the right of the State under the act of 1853 to sections 16 
and 36, and the Court said : "We consider that in the grant to 
California of March 3, 1853, the power of locating the quan- 
tity granted, 1,280 acres, in effect in two parcels in 
every township, was reserved by the government, and as 
fast as townships thereafter were surveyed and sectionized, 
that the State became the owner of the sixteenth and thirty- 
sixth sections absolutely, not only as to quantity, but as to 
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position also. Township No. 13 was surveyed and properly 
subdivided subsequent to the grant and prior to May 20, 
1861 ; and since the date of that occurrence, the State, by 
the effect of the grant, and by the law of the event, has been 
and is now the absolute and several owner of the sixteenth 
and thirty-six& sections of that township as against the 
government. If there is any legislation by Congress prior 
to the grant which would interfere with the conclusion, as 
the objection in effect supposes, it has not been brought to 
our notice, and if there has been any legislation since the 
grant that conflicts with the conclusion, it must be null and 
void, unless, indeed, it has been acceded to by the gran- 
tees." The court here distinctly holds that, when township 
No. 13 was surveyed and properly subdivided, the State, by 
the effect of the grant and the law of the event, acquired an 
absolute and several ownership to the sixteenth and thirty- 
sixth sections. This is what I hold to be the true interpre- 
tation of the act, and I have no doubt that, after such 
survey, the title of the State in agricultural lands was 
vestea and beyond the reach of Congress. I do not un- 
derstand the reference by the court to possible legislation 
of Congress to mean anything more, than that any subse- 
quent legislation attempting to interfere with this vested 
right would be null and void. 

I find strong support for the view I have expressed in 
other portions of the act of March 3, 1853, and in contem- 
poraneous legislation. The seventh section provided that 
where the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections should be 
reserved for public uses before the same should be sur- 
veyed, other land should be selected bv the proper authori- 
ties of the State in lieu thereof. At the passage of the act 
no reservations of lands for public uses in California, or 
comparatively none, had been made. The public lands 
were unsurveyed, and reservations would be needed for 
light-houses, torts, arsenals, fortifications, and Indian reser- 
vations. There were then over 60,000 Indians in the State, 
and provision would necessarily be required for them. In 
fact, Congress did provide for five Indian reservations in 
California, of 25,000 acres each, on the very day this act 
was passed (10 Stats., 238). Is it for a moment to be sup- 
posed that Congress would, by the sixth section, give to the 
State an absolute vested right in all lands that should fall upon 
sections 16 and 36, and in the very next section provide mat 
it should have no right whatever in any of said sections 
which might thereafter be reserved, before survey, for pub- 
lic uses, but should be compelled to take other lands in lieu 
thereof ? I cannot believe that it so intended. 

In opposition to the reasons and authorities above set 
forth, counsel for the State have cited several cases, which 
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thej claim snstiEiin a different construction^ of the act, and 
which I will now consider, ^he first of these is Enther- 
ford v. Greene (2 Wheat., 196). In 1782, the State of 
North Carolina passed an act, by which the State reserved 
a tract of land for the relief of officers and soldiers in the 
continental line, and appointed a board of commissioners 
to set off the lands allotted to each. The tenth section pro- 
vided "that 25,000 acres of land shall be allotted for, and 
given to. Major-general Nathaniel Greene." The commis- 
sioners allotted 25,000 acres to General Greene, and caused 
the tract to be surveyed, which was done on the eleventh of 
March, 1783. It was claimed that the words "shall be 
allotted" did not import a grant, and that the legislature, 
after the allotment and survey, had made a different dispo- 
sition of the land in "controversy, but the court held that the 
title of Greene was valid. Chief Justice Marshall, in de- 
livering the opinion of the court, said: "As the act wa.s to 
be performed in future, the words directing it are neces- 
sarily in the future tense. * Twenty-five thousand acres of 
land shall be allotted for and given to Major-general Na- 
thaniel Greene.' Given when? The answer is unavoidable. 
When they shall be allotted. Given how? Not by any 
future act, for^t is not the practice of legislation to enact 
that a law shall be passed by some future legislature, but 
given by force of this act." "Nothing can be more apparent 
than the intention of the legislature to order these commis- 
sioners to make the allotment, and to give the land, when 
allotted, to General Greene." * * * "The general gift 
of 26,000 acres lying in the territory reserved for the offi- 
cers and soldiers of the line of North Carolina, had now 
become a particular gift of the 25,000 acres contained in the 
survey." * * * "It is clearly and unanimously the 
opinion of this court, that the act of 1782 vested a title in 
General Greene to 25,000 acres of land, to be laid off within 
the bounds allotted to the officers and soldiers, and that the 
survey, made in pursuance of that act and returned in 
Marcn, 1783, gave precision to that title and attached it to 
the land surveyed. That his rights are not impaired by the 
act of 1783 and the entry of appellant, all of wnich are sub- 
sequent to his survey." 

it would be difficult for the learned counsel to find a case 
more in conflict with the doctrine which it is cited to sup- 
port. 

In Lessieur v. Price, (12 How., 59,) the Supreme Court 
construed the act of Congress of March 6, 1820, (5 Stats., 
646,) which enacted "that four entire sections of land be, 
and the same are hereby granted to the said State (Mis- 
souri) for the purpose of fixing the seat of government there- 
on; which said sections shall, under the direction of the 
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legislature of said State, be located as near as may be in 
one body, at any time, in such townships and ranges as the 
legislature aforesaid may select, on any of the publio lands 
ot the United States." 

Four sections were selected which were claimed under a 
New Madrid location, and it became material for the court 
to fix the time at which title vested in the State to the 
lands selected. The court said: ^'The land was granted by 
the act of 1820; it was a present grant, wanting identity to 
make it perfect; and the legislature was vested with full 
power to select and locate the land; and we need only here 
say, what was substantially said by this court in Butherf ord 
V. Greene's Heirs, (2 Wheat., 196,) that the act of 1820 
vested a title in the State of Missouri of four sections; and 
that the selections made by the State legislature, pursuant 
to the act of Congress, and the notice given of such loca- 
tion to the Surveyor-general, and the re^ster of the local 
district where the land lay, gave precision to the title and 
attached to it the land selected." And again: ''The next 
inquiry is as to the date when the land selected attached to 
the grant. June 28, 1821, the governor of Missouri noti- 
fied the Surveyor-general of the fact that the land had been 
located by the commissioners, and awaited the action of 
the legislature, and on the 31st day of December, 1821, the 
land was accepted by the legislature. The same act pro- 
vides for laying off a town and the establishment of the 
seat of government thereon. And as the commissioners 
had power to locate, and did so, subject only to legislative 
sanction of their report, and that report was sanctioned, 
our opinion is that the acts were concurrent, and that the 
title refers to the first act, and therefore that the State took 
title from the 28th of June, 1821, when the Surveyor-gen- 
eral was notified that the location had been made." 

Thus it appears that although the court held tiiiat the 
grant was a present one, it also held that title to the partic- 
ular sections did not vest on the 6th of March, 1820, the 
date of the act, but did vest on the 28th of June, 1821, the 
date when the Surveyor-general was notified of the selec- 
tion. 

By parity of reason it should be held in the case now 
under consideration that although the grant to the State by 
the act of 1853 was a present grant, yet it did not vest title 
to sections 16 and 36 until a survey had been made which 
''gave precision to the title, and attached to it the land 
surveyed." 

In How V. The State of Missouri, (18 Howard, 126,) the 
court held that the grant to the State of section 16 in con- 
test, by act of March 6, 1820, (2 Stats., 547,) adopted by 
ordinance declaring the assent of the State thereto, July 
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19, 1820, was not affected bj the subsequent confirmation 
by Congress of a Spanish claim theretofore rejected by the 
board. It appears, howcTer, that the particular section in 
contest in that case was surveyed prior to the passage of 
the act confirming the Spanish claim, and that three of the 
justices dissented from the opinion of the court, if intended 
to go further than to hold that although the tenth section 
of the act of March 3, 1811, prevented title from vesting in 
the State until final decision by Congress on the claim of 
Yall^, (^Spanish claimant,) yet the act of May 24, 1828, 
confirming lands to YalM, operated as such final decision, 
and excepted from confirmation so much land as was in- 
cluded in section 16 then surveyed. 

In the case of Veeder v. Guney (3 Wis. 520) it was held 
that the act of Congress approved August o, 1846, took 
effect upon the admission of the Territory of Wisconsin to 
the Union as a State; that it vested in the State the title, 
potentially, to a quantihr of land equal to three sections in 
width on each side of the Fox Biver, and determined the 
location of the lands to be the alternate sections on each 
side of the river, requiring only the ministerial acts of sur- 
Tey, selection, a^d ?«provll to^ender the specific parcels 
which would fall to the State or the United States definite 
and fixed, and that, by the grant, the State, upon admission 
to the Union, became seized of one half of the lands on 
each side of the Fox Kiver; and, the mode of partition 
being established by the grant, it was competent for the 
State to provide modes and term^ of sale. It will be 
noticed that in the act of 1846 are descriptive words veiT 
dissimilar from those used in the act of 1853, being as fol- 
lows: ^' A quantity of land equal to one half of three sec- 
tions in width on each side of said Fox Biver;" and also 
that by the second section of the act it is distinctly pro- 
vided **that, as soon as the Territory of Wisconsin shall be 
admitted as a State into the Union, all the lands granted 
by this act shall be and become the property of the State." 
This express provision of the second section, and the pecul- 
iar character of the descriptive words, seem to have gov- 
erned the court in its decision as to the time when the title 
vested in the State. 

Secretary Stuart, September 10, 1851, (1 Lester, 495), in 
passing upon the ^ant to Michigan of school sections, 
abeady referred to, m citing the case of Cooper v. Boberts 
(18 How. 173), said: '*I regard it as an absolute grant of 
every sixteenth section which had not on the twenty-third 
June, 1836, been sold or otherwise disposed of, whether 
then designated by survey or not." This decision was fol- 
lowed by Acting Secretary Otto, July 10, 1867, in a case 
involving the construction of the act of 1853, under which 
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the state of California claims. In this case the Acting 
Secretary said: ** The sixth section of the act entitled *An 
act to provide for the survey of the public lands in Cali- 
fornia, etc., approved March 3, 1853, granted to the State 
of California, of the public lands, whether surveyed or un- 
surveyed, sections 16 and 36, for the purposes of public 
schools in each township." 

From this quotation it would appear that the Acting Sec- 
retary construed the sixth section as though it read "with 
the exception of sections 16 and 36, which, whether sur- 
veyed or unsurveyed, shall be, and hereby are, granted to 
the State for the purposes of public schools," etc. I think 
it should be construed as though it read as follows : 

*'And be it further enacted, That all the public lands in the 
State of California, whether surveyed or unsurveyed, shall 
be subject to the pre-emption laws of fourth of September, 
eighteen hundred and forty-one, with all the exceptions, 
conditions and limitations therein, except as herein other- 
wise provided, and with the exception of sections sixteen 
and thirty-six, which shall be, and hereby are, granted to 
the State for the purposes of public schools in each town- 
ship, and with the exception of lands appropriated under 
the authority of this act or reserved by competent authority, 
and excepting also the lands claimed under any foreign 
grant or title, and the mineral lands." 

I have been shown a newspaper report of a late decision 
of the Supreme Court of California, in the case of Sherman 
V. Buick, in which that court held that the act of March 3, 
1853, vested an absolute title in the State to sections 16 
and 36 from the date of the passage of the act, and that 
Congress thereafter had no power to dispose of said sections 
before survey. The opinion of the court is very brief. It 
cites and relies upon the former rulings of the court in the 
cases therein mentioned, which cases, as I understand 
them, do not go to the full extent claimed for them. 

This decision is not satisfactory to my mind, and I ap- . 
prehend is not entirely satisfactory to the learned court 
which pronounced it, as I am informed that a rehearing has 
already been allowed. 

I am satisfied, upon full consideration of all the cases 
cited, and the exhaustive arguments of the able counsel 
representing all parties in interest, that the weight of au- 
thority is clearly in favor of the construction I have given 
above. 

Second. Does the seventh section except from the grant 
land upon which settlement had been made prior to survey 
for other purposes than pre-emption appropriation? 

The seventn section of the act of 1853 is in part as fol- 
lows : 
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" And be it further enactedy That when any settlement by 
the erection of a dwelling-house, or the cultivation of any 
portion of the land, shall be made upon the sixteenth ana 
thirty-sixth sections before the same shall be surveyed, or 
when such sections may be reserved for public use or taken 
by private claims, other land shall be selected by the proper 
authorities of the State in lieu thereof." 

It is claimed on behalf of the mineral claimants that this 
section excepts from the operation of the grant all lands in 
sections 16 and 36 upon wnich a settlement of any kind had 
been made, prior to survey, by the erection of a building or 
buildings, or the cultivation of anjr portion of the land, 
whether such settlement was made with a view to pre-emp- 
tion, or for entry as town sites, or otherwise. On the part 
of the State it is claimed that the exception includes only 
settlements made with a view to pre-emption, and that none 
other would protect sections 16 and 3Q from the grant. 

The language of the seventh section is not so clear as to 
be entirely free from doubt, but a careful examination of 
the terms used, and a consideration of the various objects 
evidently intended to be accomplished by Congress in its 
passage, will show, I think, that the exception includes 
more than simply settlements with a view to pre-emption. 

I call attention to the language used : "that where anv 
settlement, by the erection of a dwelling-house, or the cul- 
tivation of any portion of the land, shall be made upon the 
sixteenth and tliirty-sixth sections," etc. A person may 
erect a dwelling-house on, or he may cultivate a portion of 
a tract of land without acquiring a pre-emption claim. 
Both the erection of a house and cultivation are requisite 
on the part of a pre-emption. 

If Congress had intended to limit the settlement of what 
is technically known as a pre-emption settlement, I think it 
would have used more apt woras to express such intent. 
It would have said '' that where any pre-emption settlement 
shall be made," etc. It has done no sucn thing, but, on 
the contrary, has adopted such a mode of expression as, 
to my mind, negatives the idea that a pre-emption settle- 
ment alone was intended. 

To limit the exception to settlements made by pre-emp- 
tion claimants, wonld be to protect comparatively few of the 
actual settlements in any of the mining districts, and to award 
to the State many very valuable and lasting improvements 
made under authority and sanction of law and the usages of 
the country. It is a notorious fact that few, if any, settle- 
mients in the early days of California were made in anj 
portion of the State for the purposes of agriculture. Emi- 
gration was drawn to the State, ahd settlements made al- 
most entirely with a view to, developing and working the 
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newly-discovered mines. The miners located in villages 
and small settlements, cultivating the land only so far as 
was necessary in following their occupation of mining. 
Under the construction ot the act contended for by the 
State^ none of the settlements or improvements so made 
were protected from the grant, except, perhaps, town sites 
upon purely agricultural lands. Is it reasonable to suppose 
that Congress intended to protect isolated pre-emption 
claimants, and at the same time to grant to the State the 
valuable improvements of miners, and in some instances 
include whole villages in the vicinity of the mines ? The 
eighth section of the act expressly provided that the public 
lands (not mineral) occupied as towns or villages should 
not be subdivided or subject to sale or appropriation by 
settlement under the provisions of the act, but should be 
subject to the town-site act of May 23, 1844, except town 
sites on or near mineral lands, the inhabitants of which 
should have the right of occupancy or cultivation only until 
such time as Congress should dispose of the same. I do 
not suppose it will be doubted that this section excepted 
from the grant of the State any such town sites found by sur- 
vey upon agricultural land in sections 16 and 36 ; but If the 
construction of sections six and seven, contended for by the 
State, be allowed, it is clear that a town located on or near 
mineral lands would pass to the State imder the grant. Can 
it be for a moment supposed that Congress intended to hold 
out inducements to miners to settle on or near mineral 
lands in towns and villages, and by the very same act give 
their improvements away to the State, while protecting 
some, and these the solitary agricultural settlers r 

One of the great objects of the act seems to be in pro- 
viding for the disposition of the public lands, according to 
the various elements claiming recognition, and to protect 
each interest created from encroachment by the others. The 
seventh section was intended.to protect all settlements made 
upon the public land before survey from the grant to the 
State, which, from its peculiar nature as to final position, 
threatened every settler whose claim or improvements were 
not bounded by subdivisional lines of public surveys. This 
intention of Congress would be defeated by the construc- 
tion contended for by the State. 

I am of opinion, therefore, that the seventh section of 
the act excepts from the ^rant to the State lands upon sec- 
tions 16 and 36, upon wmch any settlement, by the erection 
of a building or buildings, or the cultivation of any portion 
of the land, has been made prior to survey. 

Third. Does the grant include mineral lands in sections 
16 and 36? 

In my opinion, Congress,. by the act of 1853, did not in- 
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tend to grant, and did not ffrant, to the State any mineral 
lands that, by survey, are snown to be in sections 16 and 
36. The act was passed soon after the discovery of the 
great mineral wealth of Galiiomia had been made. The 
attention of the country and of Congress was called to the 
question of the disposition of such lands. No plan had 
Seen adopted. Congress for the first time undertook to 
legislate in regard to the public lands in that State. 

A careful examination of the act will show that Congress 
did not intend to dispose of any of its mineral lands, but 
contemplated a future disposition of them. The eighth 
section provides that the inhabitants of towns located on or 
near mineral lands, shall have the ridit of occupation and 
cultivation ** only until such time as Congress shall dispose 
of the same.'* It evidently did not then suppose that it was 
disposing of a considerable portion of thenu The act, in 
a ^eat many of its provisions, very carefully reserves the 
mmeral lanas from its operation. Thus, in the sixth section, 
it is provided that the mineral lands shall be excepted from 
the lands subject to the pre-emption laws; in the seventh 
section it is provided that no person shall obtain the bene- 
fits of this act ''by a settlement or location on mineral 
lands," and in the eighth section it is provided that the in- 
habitants of towns located on or near mineral lands, shall 
have the right of occupation and cultivation only until such 
time as Congress shall dispose of the same. And, in the 
twelfth section, it is provided that the State shall have the 
right to select two townships, or seventy-two sections, for 
the use of a seminary of learning: ''Provided, hoivever. 
That no mineral lands shall be subject to such selection;" 
and in the thirteenth section the State is given the right to 
select ten sections for the pur{>ose of erecting the public 
buildings of the State: ''Provided, however, That none of 
said selections shall be made of mineral lands." Why all 
this care and painstaking to exclude mineral lands from 
these minor provisions, it it were intended to give the State 
mineral lands in the major provision relating to the six- 
teenth and thirty-sixth sections? I think Congress intended 
to reserve all the mineral lands from the operation of the 
act, and that there might be no doubt about this reserva- 
tion as to the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, it expressly 
provided in the third section " that none other than town- 
ship lines shall be surveyed when the lands are mineral." 
As I have before attempted to show, the grant could not 
take effect until survey, and this third section, which must 
be construed as a part of the act, and in connection with all 
its other provisions, expressly prohibits the only survey 
that could possibly locate these sections. It therefore, in 
coimection with the other express reservations, satisfies my 
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mind that Congress did not intend to make a grant of min- 
eral lands to the State, and that those members of Congress 
who undertook to speak for the committees having the mat- 
ter in charge, were correct when they stated in debate that 
no mineral lands were granted by the act. (See Cong. 
Globe, vol. 25, pp. 1036-1038.) 

I regard the act of July 26, 1866, as providing an exclu- 
sive method for appropriating the mineral lands of the 
United States. It was the first act passed by Congress, 
and perhaps the first ever passed bv any government which 
undertook to dispose of its mineral lands. It provided in 
its first section, '*That the mineral lands of the public do- 
main," (which is ecjuivalent to saying all the mineral lands 
of the public domam,) "both surveyed and unsurveyed, are 
hereby declared to be free and open to exploration and oc- 
cupation, by all citizens of the United States, and those 
who havie declared their intention to become citizens, sub- 
ject to such regulations as may be prescribed by law, and 
subject also to the local customs or rules of miners in the 
several mining districts, so far as the same may not be in 
conflict with flie laws of the United States." 

It required every person claimine any mine to occupy 
and improve the same, and expend thereon in labor or im- 
provements not less than $1,000, and to do and perform cer- 
tain other things. It limited the location of any individual 
to two hundred feet along the vein, with an additional two 
hundred feet for discovery, and any association to not more 
than three thousand feet, and required pavment at the rate 
of $5 per acre. It provided that, when tne mineral lands 
should be surveyed, the Secretary of the Interior might 
designate and set apart such portions of the same as were 
clearly agricultural, and that the same should be subject to 
pre-emption and sale as other public lands. In short, it 
adopted a system for the disposition of the mineral lapds, 
and such a system as would give every citizen an equal op- 
portunity to engage in the business of developing them. It 
was evidently intended to be the only method by which 
mineral lands could be appropriated. It made no excep- 
tions in favor of school or other grants. 

If the State should obtain two sections in every mineral 
township, it might establish a mineral system for itself, and 
one in conflict with that of the General Government. In 
my opinion Congress never intended to make such a state 
of things possible. 

No surveys of mineral lands were authorized or made 
until the passage of the act of July 9, 1870, (16 Stat., 217, 
sec. 16,) and long after the passage of the act of 1866. 

I am constrained to hold that no mineral lands were 
granted by the act of 1853. If I am in error, the State can 
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lose nothing, for she has an easy method of presenting the 
question for decision of the Supreme Court, where it will 
doubtless finally go. If, however, my decision should be 
in favor of the State, and it should be erroneous, there 
would be very many cases in which I am unadvised of any 
vay by which the error could be corrected. 

I affirm your decision and herewith return the papers 
transmitted, with your letter of the twenty-first of October 
last. 

Very respectfully, 

C. Delano, Secretary. 
Hon. W. Drummond, Com'r General Land Office. 

DEPARTMEin? OF THE InT£BIOB, 

General Land Office, Washington, D. C., May 14, 1S73. 
Register and Receiver ^ Sacramento^ California : 

Gentlemen: I inclose herewith a printed copy of the 
decision of this office and of the Hon. Secretary of the In- 
terior in case of the Keystone Mining Company, Eureka 
Quartz Mining Company, Original Amador Mining Com- 
pany, Bunker Hill Quartz Mining Company and the Town- 
site of Amador City v. the State of California. Tou will 
allow said companies to proceed with their applications for 
patents. 

In accordance with this decision, you will decline to cer- 
tify to the State any land lying in sections sixteen or thirty- 
six, which has been returned as mineral by the surveyor, 
where, by orders from this office, the land is suspended 
from disposal until the non-mineral character thereof is 
shown by proof taken after due notice, or where affidavits 
have been £led alleging the land to be mineral, until this 
office shall have debided, upon the testimony, that the tract 
in question is not mineral land and that the State is entitled 
thereto under the grant of March 3, 1853. 

Tou will acknowledge the receipt hereof, and inform €J1 
parties in interest. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



When a Contested Case bet-ween Miners and Agricul- 
turists may be Re-opened. 

Department of the Interior, 
Qeneral Land Office, WAsmNoroN, D. C, June 20, 1872. 

Register^ Sacramento^ California: 

Sir : Referring to your letter of the twenty-ninth ultimo, 
inclosing the affidavits of Adam Brooks, Wm. P. Carpender 
and Wm . F. Jess as to the mineral character of certain 
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lands, to wit: the S. E. J and the S. E. i of N. E. J of Sec. 
3, and the 8. W. J of N. W. i of Sec. 2, T. 10, N. E. 11 
E., M. D. M., and desiring to be instructed how to proceed 
in the matter so far as said mineral, affidavits affect the 
A. 0. S. location, B. & B. No. 228 of H. L. Dingman, viz: 
the S. i of S. E. I of Sec. 3 aforesaid, I have to state that, 
as it appears from the record that Mr. Dingman's entry was 
allowed, after a hearing taken snbsequent to what appears 
to b6 a sufficient notice by publication and posting, and by 
personal service upon the former mineral affiants, who failed 
to appear; however, the case cannot now be re-opened upon 
the amdavits now presented, unless the deponents will fur- 
nish this office with satisfactory proofs that they, or any of 
them, have the possessory right to an actual mining claim 
on the land so entered by Dingman, and if they have such 
claim, they must show in what specific forty-acre subdivision 
of the land so entered their mining location exists. 

By the term, actual mining claim, is meant a claim 
located and held in accordance with the local customs or 
rules of miners in the district. Unless this can be shown, 
or it be established that fraud was resorted to by said agri- 
cultural claimant in giving the notices re(]^uired by circular 
instructions in such cases, it is not perceived how the affi- 
davits now received are to affect the land entered by Wm. 
Dingman, in view of the hearing already had, after due 
notice given by him as aforesaid. 

Tou will inform the respective parties in interest hereof, 
allowing said mineral affiants thirty days from date of your 
notification in which to submit to you, for transmission to 
this office, the further evidence required, etc. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dhummond, Commissioner. 



An Adverse Claimant, having Dismissed his Suit, oannot 
Delay AppUoation by Second Suit. 

Department op the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D.C., July 8, 1872. 

Register and Beceiver, Central City, Colorado: 

Gentlemen: On the sixteenth of February, 1872, this 
office directed you to inform Harlej B. Morse that thirty 
days from the date of your notification, would be allowed 
him to bring suit in the proper local court, to adjudicate 
the right of possession to the Pelican lode, situate m Grif- 
fith Mining District, Clear Creek County, Territory of Col- 
orado. 

On the twenty-third of February, 1872, the Begister and 
Beceiver at Central City, Colorado, informed Mr. Morse of 
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the ruling of this office in said case, and on the twenty-third 
of March, 1872, said Morse filed his bill of complaint against 
said applicants for patents, and summons issued the same 
daj upon said complaint, which summons was served upon 
saad applicants for patent upon the first day of April, 1872. 

On the third of April, 1872, said defendants filed their 
answer to said complainant's bill of complaint. 

On the nineteentn day of April, 1872, said suit was dis- 
missed on complainant's motion, and it appears by a 'cer- 
tificate of the clerk of the Clear Creek County District 
Court, under seal, that on the nineteenth day of April, 
1872, there was no suit, or suits, pending in said Court 
bringing into controversy the title to the Pelican lode, exV 
cept a suit brought by Charles H. Morris against Eli S. 
Streeter and Thomas McCunniff. 

Morris' adverse claim to said application for patent, not 
having been filed within the ninety days notice by publica- 
tion, cannot be considered, as will be seen by reference to 
the decision of the Honorable Secretary of the Interior, 
dated^ July 5th, 1872, in case of the Pelican and Zillah 
lodes, copies of which decision have this day been sent to 
your address. 

On the twentieth of April, 1872, H. B. Morse filed a 
bill of complaint against Eli. S. Streeter, John McCunniff, 
Thomas McCunnin, James B. Huginin, Bobert L. Martin, 
Silas C. Bennett, Zadock Kalbaugh, Americus Medlev, 
John Dee, John Murley, James O Neil, Charles Dough- 
erty, Jasper N. Eoberts, James Lees, Howard 0. Chapin, 
Joseph H. Bogers, John Shillto and William H. Cushman, 
bringing into controversy the title to the said Pelican. 
From the foregoing it will be seen that Morse commenced his 
suit on the last day of the thitty days allowed him to com- 
mence suit by our decision of February 16th, 1872, and 
that on the nineteenth of April, 1872, he dismissed said 
suit. 

The fact that Morse commenced another suit against the 
applicants for patent and other parties, long after the thirty 
days allowed in our said decision had expired, wiU not be 
considered by this office. 

You will therefore, on the receipt hereof, allow the entry 
of said Pelican lode to be made and transmit all the papers 
in the case to this office. 

Very respectfiilly, 

Willis Drumicond, Commissioner. 

Depabtment of the Interiob, 

Washington, D. C, November 16, 1872. 

SiB : I have considered the appeal taken by H. B. Morse 
from your adverse decision in the case of Harley B. Morse^ 
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Eli S. Streeter, and Thomas McCunniflf, applicants for pat- 
ent for the Pelican lode, Central City District, Cplorado 
Territory. 

By your decision of February 16, 1872, Morse was ordered 
to begin suit in the local court, within thirty days after ser- 
vice of notice to adjudicate the right of possession of the 
mine. The notice was served on him February 23, 1872. 
He began his suit on the last day of the thirty. The case 
coming up for trial on April 19, 1872, he moved that it be 
continued to the next term of the court. 

This motion the court denied, *' because of there being 
no equity in said complainant's bill of complaint, and the 
evidence set forth in complainant's affidavit (supporting his 
motion for continuance) would not be admissible upon the 
hearing of the cause." Thereupon, on motion of Morse, 
the cause was then dismissed, without prejudice to the par- 
ties. On April 20, the day succeeding the dismissal, he 
began a newWta^ainst th/same partils and sundry oth- 
ers, whom he joined with them as defendants. 

The appellant severely censures the judge for overruling 
the motion for a continuance, and thereby forcing him to 
suffer his bill to be dismissed. It is not the province of 
this Department to review the discretionary action of the 
judge. It will assume that he acted properly, until it is 
shown that he acted maliciously or corruptly. 

I agree with you, that this second suit, begun long after 
the expiration of the thirty days, cannot be considered by 
your office, nor allowed to retard the progress to patent of 
the claim of the applicants. The adoption of sucn a rule 
would put it in the power of every adverse claimant to post- 
pone indefinitely the issue of the patent. 

Your decision is affirmed, and the papers in the case 
transmitted with your letter of September 23, are herewith 
returned. ' ^ 

Very respectfully, 

C. Delano, Secretary. 



Satisfaotory Evidence of the Agricultural Character of 

Land. 

Department op the Interioe, 

Washington, D. C, July 10, 1872. 

Sir: I have considered the case of the Central Pacific 
Kailroad Company, by S. W. Austin v, mineral affiants, in- 
volving the character of the N. W. J of N. W. i section 9 
S, 16 N. R. 9 E., M. D. M., Sacramento, Cala., appealed 
from your decision in favor of said affiants. 

The evidence adduced at the trial shows that there are on 
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the land agricnltaral improyements to the value of $1,000 
or $1,200; that the greater portion is inclosed with fenciQg, 
and seven or eight acres of it cultivated in fruits, vines, 
vegetables, and grain; that the only active mining done on 
the tract was at the Gagen qnaxtz mine, near the western 
boundary, and some placer diggings in the N. W. comer; 
that the owners of the quartz mine abandoned it, declaring 
that it was exhausted and worthless, and the diggings were 
abandoned for the same reasons; and that there are some 
quartz yeins on adioining lands that may run into this i, 
but that they are aU either exhausted or unprofitable. 

All the witnesses testify that, in their opinion, the land 
is more valuable for agriculture than for mining purposes. 

The mineral affiants, though present at the trial, in per- 
son and by attorney, offered no testimony in support of 
their affidavits, but contented themselves with cross-exam- 
ining the opposing witnesses. 

I am of the opinion that the agricultural character of the 
land is established, and rule accordingly. 

Your decision is therefore reversed, and the papers in the 
case transmitted with your, letter oif May 6, are herewith 
returned. 

Very respectfully, 

C. Delano, Secretary. 
Hon. Willis Dbummond, ComV General Land Office. 



MiU-Slte mturt be Non-Mineral in Character. 

DxPABTHEin? OF THB ImTEBIOB, 

Oekeral Land Office, Washington, D. C, July 29, 1872 
Begiater and Receiver y Central CUj/y Colorado: 

Gentlemen : * * * The affidavits referred to donot 
allege the non-mineral character of said mill-site, but only 
allege that the same '^ does not to his knowledge contain 
any vein or lode of quartz, or other rock in place, bearing 
gold, silver, cinnabar, lead, tin, or copper." 

Before patent can issue for this mill-site, additional proof 

will be required that there are no ''valuable d^osits" such 

as placer or gulch mines, embraced within the exterior 

boundaries thereof. 

******* 

Very respectfully. 

Your obedient servant, 

Willis Dbummqnd,, Commissioner.. 

9 
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Case of AgrioTiltural vs. Mineral Claimants. Mortgages 

given by Pre^^mptor. 

DSPABTHENT OF THE InTEBIOK, 

Washington, D. C, August 6, 1872, 

Sm: I have examined the case of Joseph Clark v. F. A. 
Celles, Joseph Lerquin, Henry Boutin e^ a2., on appeal from 
your decision of December 14, 1871. 

Clatk claims as a pre-emptor, the contestants as mineral 
claimants, each for a portion of the tract claimed by Clark. 
The main question at issue relates to the character of the 
land in controversy. You decide that it is mineral. 

I am compelled to differ with you in the conclusion you 
reach. Although the land is shown to be in a mineral belt, 
and in the immediate vicinity of valuable placer and lode 
claims, yet I am satisfied, by a careful examination of the 
evidence transmitted with the appeal, that it is worthless 
for mining purposes, and that if it ever were paying ground, 
it has evidently been worked out. On the other hand, it 
is clearly established that the land is of very great value for 
agricultural purposes ; that Clark has been in possession 
for twenty years ; has cultivated it nearly all of this time, 
and has very valuable and lasting improvements thereon. 

All the proceedings in the case of boutin, accompanying 
the record, appear to have been ex parte, and Clark only 
answers by amdavits filed since the transmission to your 
office of tb.e mineral application. From these affidavits, 
however, I am satisfied that the land is more valuable for 
agricultural than mineral purposes. 

I, therefore, reverse your decision, and hold all the land 
in controversy as agricultural. 

You refer to the execution of certain mortgages by Clark 
to one Shoemaker for a tract of land, including that in con- 
troversy, as a fact that might vitiate Clark's pre-emption 
right. Such is not, I think, the effect of these conveyances. 
One mortgage has been satisfied, and proceedings upon the 
other are now barred by the statute of limitations of Cali- 
fornia. Neither is an agreement that can, by any possi- 
bility, cause the title of the claimant to inure to any other 
{>erson or persons. They do not, therefore, prevent him 
rom properly making the affidavit required by the thir- 
teenth section of the pre-emption act. 

I return herewith the papers transmitted with your letter 
of April 29, 1872. 

Very respectfully, 

W. H. Smith, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. WnjJS Dbummond, Com'r General Land Office. 
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Deputy Surveyors are not Authorized to Survey dainiB 

outside their State or District. 

DEPABTMEirr OF THE INTERIOR, 

General Land Office, Washington, D. C, Aug. 6, 1872. 

W. M. Seawell, Esq., Aurora^ Nevada: 

Sib: Bef erring to your letter of twenty-fifth ultimo, I 
have to state that a deputy mineral surveyor is not author- 
ized to make surveys of mineral claims outside of the State 

or district for which he is appointed. 

4c « ^ « « « « 

Very respectfully, 

Your obedient servant, 

Willis Dbukmomd, Commissioner. 



Construction of the Tenth Section of the Act of July 26, 

1866. 

Department of the Interior, 
Geiteral Land Office, Washington, D. C., Aug. 6, 1872. 

Register and Receiver^ Sacramento^ Cal. : 

Oentlemen: The papers and testimony submitted with 
your letter of seventeenth June, 1872, have been examined. 

The onlj question presented is in regard to the mineral 
or non-mmeral character of the S. W. } of the S. W. i, 
Sec. 31, T. 10, N. R. 10 E. and the N. W. i of the N. W. 
i. Sec. 6, T. 9 N. R. 10 E. Mt. Do. Mer. 

On the twenty-first of December, 1870, Ekin Smith filed 
D. S. No. 2282 upon lot 2 of N. W. i and lots 3 and 4 of 
the S. W. i of Sec. 31, T. 10, N. R. 10 E. and lot 4 of N. 
W- i. Sec. 6, T. 9, N. R. 10 E. Mt. Do. Mer. 

On the twelfth of July, 1871, Thomas Stewart filed in 
your office an affidavit alleging the mineral character of the 
S. W. i of S. W. i of said Sec. 31 and the N. W. i of N. 
W. i of said Sec. 6. 

Tou fixed upon the twenty-fourth of October, 1871, for the 
day of hearing, and cited said Stewart to appear and offer 
proof as to the character of said land. 

Upon the evidence submitted at said hearing you decided : 

First. That the land in dispute is agricultural, and 

Second. "That the pre-emption claimant, Ekin Smith, was 
settled upon the land and had acquired a pre-emption right 
thereto, prior to the passage of the act of Congress enti- 
tled, 'An act granting the right of way,' etc., approved 
Julv 26th, 1866. That down to the time of the passage of 
said act of Conffress no valuable mine had been discovered 
on said land; that said claimant has continuously resided 
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upon and cnltivated and improved said land since his first 
settlement^ and complied with all the provisions of the pre- 
emption laws, and therefore would be entitled to enter said 
land even though a mine had been discovered thereon, 
since the passage of said act of Congress above referred to." 

In support of this decision you refer to the tenth section 
of the act of Congress, approved July 26th, 1866, and state 
the 'Hhe law says that whenever prior to the passage of 
this act," * * * "there have been homesteads made," 
* * * upon lands **upon which there have been no val- 
uable mines discovered, tne settlers ^all have aright of pre- 
eniption thereto." 

Upon a careful examination of the evidence, this ofiSce is 
of tne opinion that the testimony taken at said hearing es- 
tablishes the mineral character of the land in dispute and 
this portion of your decision is therefore reversed. 

The tenth section of the act of Congress, approved July 
26, 1866, was not correctly quoted in your decision, and the 
conclusions which you ai'rive at, are not correct nor in ac- 
cordance with the law itself. ^ 

The tenth section of said law reads: "That whenever 
prior to the passs^e of this act, upon lands heretofore desig- 
nated as mineral lands which have bpen excluded from sur- 
vey and sale, there have been homesteads made by citizens 
of the United States, or persons who have declared their 
intention to become citizens, which homesteads have been 
made, improved and used for agricultural purpo8e&» and 
upon which there have been no valuable mines of gold, sil- 
ver, cinnabar or copper discovered, and which are properly 
agricultural lands, said settlers or owners of such home- 
steads shall have a right of pre-emption thereto," etc. 

And the eleventh section of said act declares: "That 
upon the survey of the lands aforesaid, the Secretary of the 
Interior may designate and set apart such portions of the 
£aid lands as are clearly agricultural lands, which lands 
shall thereafter be subject to pre-emption and sale as other 
public lands of the United States, and subject to all the 
laws and regulations applicable to the same. ' 

It is clear from the language of this statute that Congress 
did not intend to abolisn or do away with the distinction 
between mineral and agricultural lands, or to allow mineral 
lands to be classed and disposed of as a^icidtural, but it 
simply provided that the public survey might be extended 
over a region that was so clearly mineral in character that 
it had, previous to the passage of said act of Congress, 
been reserved for mineral purposes, and that such tracts as 
should appear to be "properlv" and "clearly agricultural," 
might be disposed of under tne laws applicable to agrici:d- 
tural lands. 
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Said section gives no rights in other words to agricul- 
tural claimants, except to such lands as are clearly and 
properly agricultnral. 

If the theory advocated by you in said decision was to 
be received as the proper construction of said act of Con- 
gress of July 26th, 1866, the law would be a nuUifrjr and 
patents could only issue for such mining claims as had been 
discovered prior to July 26th, 1866. 

This portion of your decision is also reversed. 

Very respectfully, etc. 

Willis Dbxthmond, Commissioner. 

PePABTMEMT 07 THB InTERIOB, 

Washington, D. C, Dec. 14, 1872. 

Sm: I have examined the case of Ekin Smith v. Absalom 
Stewart, involving the right of said Smith to enter under 
the pre-emption law as agricultural land, the S. W. ^ S. W. 
J section 31 T. 10, N. R. 10 E., and N. W. i N. W, i sec- 
tion 6, T. 9, N. B. 10 E., M. D. M., California, on appeal 
from your decision of August 6, 1872. 

Two questions are presented on appeal, one relating to 
the character of the land claimed, the other calling for a 
construction of the tenth section of the mineral act of July 
26, 1866 (14 Stat., 263), on both of which questions your 
decision was adverse to the pre-emption claimant. 

After a careful review of the voluminous testimony taken 
before the local officers, I am satisfied that the land in con- 
troversy is mineral in character, and should be held for 
disposition under the mining statutes. 

it is claimed on behalf of the pre-emption claimant, that 
the tenth section of the act of 1866 gave to qualified per- 
sons, who had, prior to the passage of said act, made home- 
steads on lands theretofore designated as mineral, and 
excluded from survey and sale, a right of pre-emption or 
homestead therein, unless, before the passage of said act, 
valuable mines of gold, silver, cinnabar, or copper, had 
been discovered thereon; and further, that the subsequent 
discovery of such mines did not affect the right of pre- 
emption or homestead thus acquired. 

I fully agree with you that this is not the proper con- 
struction to be given to the act referred to. Congress did 
not, I think, intend in this act to do away with the well 
established distinction, so long recogni^fed by legislation, 
between a^icultural and mineral lands, or to allow lands 
actually mineral to be acquired under agricultural laws. I 
think the object of the tenth section whs to give to persons, 
who had, in good faith, made agricultural settlements on 
public lands theretofore designated as mineral, but subse- 
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quently determined to be agricultural, a preference in pre- 
empting or entering the land as homesteads, over those 
admitted to similar rights by the eleventh section. 

The Department has heretofore given this construction to 
the act in question, by approving your instructions of De- 
cember second and seventh, 1871, and March 20, 1872, to 
the Beffister and Beceiver at Stockton, California, directing 
the withdrawal from disposition under agricultural laws^ of 
certain lands theretofore classed as agricultural, until the 
non-mineral character of the same should be a£Srmatively 
established. 

I therefore affirm your decision, and return herewith the 
papers transmitted with your letter of the twenty-sixth 
ultimo. 

, Very respectfully, 

B. B. CowEN, A-ctinff Secretary. 
Hon. Willis Dbummokd, Com'r General Land Office. 



Proof of Citizenship in case ^Applicant's Father -was a 

Naturalized Citizen. 

Department of the Interiob, 
General Land Office, WAsmNOTON, D. C., Aug. 13, 1872. 

Regiakr and Receiver^ Central CUy, Colorado : 

Gentlemen: In case of the application ot John H. 
Schweder, for patent for his claim upon the Billing's lode, 
you will call upon the applicant to furnish additional proof 
of citizenship. 

Mr. Schweder makes affidavit that he was bom in Ger- 
many, that he came to this countir at the age of six years, 
and that he has an honorable discharge from the army. 

In case Mr. Schweder's parents became naturalized before 
he arrived at the age of twenty-one, proof should be made 
of this point, as in this case he would be regarded a citizen. 

The twenty-first section of the act of Congress approved 
July 17, 1862 (12 Stat., page 597), provides that any alien 
who has an honorable discharge from the regular or volun- 
teer arm^, majr become a citizen of the United States, upon 
his petition, without anv previous declaration of intention 
to become a citizen of the United States. 

You will inform Mr. Schweder of the proof required, and 
transmit the same to this office. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Willis Dbummonp, Commissioner. 

[Note. — Mr. Schweder thereupon made affidavit that his father was 
naturalized in Wisconsin before he, the son, arrived at the age of twenty- 
one ; and, in the absence of an adverse claim, a patent was issued to him 
April 4. 1873.] 
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Annual Expenditure required on all Claims until Patent 

shall have issued. 

Depabtment of the Interiob, 
Genebal Land Office, Washington, D. C, August 17, 1872. 

Wm. M. Slaughteb, Esq., Denver, Colorado: 

Sib : Beferring to your letter of the ninth instant, I have 
to state that the act of Congress, approved May 10, 1872, 
expressly states in the fifth section, that ''on all claims 
located prior to the passage of this act, ten dollars worth of 
labor shall be performed, or improvements made each year, 
for each one hundred feet in length along the vein, until a 
patent shall have been issued therefor.*' 

This being the law, this office has no power to go outside 
of the law, and rule that section five only had reference to 
such claims as have not been improved to the amount of 
five hundred dollars, the amount required by section six to 
be expended upon a claim before patent can issue. Section 
five applies to all claims which have not been patented. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Mining Claims may be Patented "when vrithin To^m 

Sites. 

DEPABTMEirr OF THE InTEBIOB, 

Gekebal Land Office, Washington, D. C, August 19, 1872. 
Begister and Receiver, Sacramento, California : 

Gentlemen : Complaint has been made to this office that 
you refuse to receive applications for patents for mining 
claims, when the premises described in said applications 
conflict with patents issued for town sites. 

In granting patents for town sites, an excepting clause i 
inserted as follows, to wit : 

''That no title shall be hereby acquired to any mine 
of gold, silver, cinnabar, or copper, or to any valid mining 
claim or possession held under existing laws of Congress." 

Yon wul, therefore, in the future allow applications for 
mining claims to be filed, even though the same may con- 
flict with or be embraced by the exterior boundaries of a 
town-site application. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 
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Ne^w or Additional Evidence cannot be Submitted on 
Appeal to the Secretary of the Interior. 

Depabtbient of the Intebiob, 
General Land Office, Washinoton, D. C, Aug. 21 , 1872. 

Register and Receiver , Salt Lake City^ Utah: 

Gentlemen : Your letter of the thirteenth instant, un- 
signed, with inclosure has been received. I return here- 
with the inclosure, which is an appeal from our decision of 
June 13, 1872, attached to which are several affidavits^ 
which are referred to in the argument on appeal. 

In cases of appeal from the decisions of this office to the 
Hon. Secretary of the Interior, no new or additional evi- 
dence can be submitted, otherwise the decision of the Sec- 
retary would be an original decision, and not a review of 
ours. 

You will, therefore, inform Mr. Nounnan that it will be 
necessary for him to submit an ar^ment simply in support 
of his appeal, and that the affidavits and evioence attacned 
to his argument cannot be filed with the case. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



Expenditures in Running a Mining Tunnel, before a Ijode 
is struck therein, not tantamount to Expenditures 
on the Lode. 

DEPARTlfENT OF THE InTERIOB, 

General Land Office, Washington, D. C., Aug. 27, 1872. 

Hon. 0. Delano, Secretary of the Interior: 

^ Sib : Herewith I have the honor to submit two commu- 
nications, dated the thirteenth and seventeenth instants 
respectively, from B. M. Douglas, Esq., desiring a con- 
struction of the fifth section of the mining statute of the 
tenth May, 1872, and in this connection I would state as 
follows : Previous to the passage of the mining act of July 
26, 1866 (14 Statutes, 251), upon the discovery of mineral- 
bearing veins or lodes in any portion of the public domain, 
the miners in the locality would at once call a meeting and 
adopt a code of laws or regulations governing the length of 
claims upon lodes, and the width of surface ground which 
might be taken therewith ; the amount of wort or expendi- 
ture necessary to be made annually upon each claim, in 
order to hold it and prevent it from being subject to relo- 
cation; fix the boundaries of the district within which these 
regulations should be enforced; provide for the election of 
a recorder of mining claims for such district, etc. . 
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In the great number of mining districts thus formed in the 
public domain the regulations sidopted, although preserving 
a similarity in some leading points, differed materially in 
others. For instance, while tne regulations of one district 
permitted an individual to locate three hundred feet on the 
course or strike of the lode, another district would allow 
but two hundred feet to be taken, and another district per- 
haps still less. Like differences existing with regard to the 
width of surface ground taken for the convenience of work- 
ing the lode, and the amount of labor necessary to be done, 
or improvements made thereon, to hold one of these 
'^ claims" or ''locations*' for a specified time. After these 
claims or locations had been taken up and recorded at the 
mining recorder's office, they became the property of the 
locators, and could, under all the mining regulations, be 
bought and sold as real estate; the courte of the mineral 
States and Territories recognizing these titles as good and 
sufficient as against all persons and powers, except the 
United States, the purchaser of one of these possessory 
claims assuming the same obligations to do the annual 
amount of labor, or make the expenditure necessary to hold 
the claim so purchased, as the district laws required of his 
predecessor in interest; a failure to do which subjected the 
claim to relocation by others. 

These local regulations have constituted the miners' laws, 
and have formed the basis of miners' titles, since the first 
discoveries of the precious metals in the public domain. 

The congressional mining statute of July 26, 1866 Q4 
Stat., 251), was the first general legislation by that boay, 
looking toward the disposal of these carefully reserved 
minersd lands, and it being the policy of Congress to dis- 
turb as little as possible the existing order of things in the 
mining regions, said enactment provided the means by 
which these possessory rights, having their inception under 
district regulations, could be converted into complete titles 
by patent from the United States; one of the conditions, 
precedent to the sale of a mining claim by the United 
States, being that the applicant for title must have pre- 
viously occupied and improved his claim, in accordance 
with tne local customs and rules of the mining district in 
which it was situated. Said act, in its fourth section, fixed 
a limit for claims on all veins or lodes from and after its 
passage, which limit could not be exceeded, no matter what 
the local regulations allowed; said congressional maximum 
being 200 feet along the course of the lode to each locator, 
with an additional claim of 200 feet for discovery to the dis- 
coverer of the lode, and fixed 3,000 feet as the utmost 
extent that could be located or claimed upon the same by 
any association of persons after the twenty-sixth July, I860 . 
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The General Land Office has always construed these lim- 
itations to mean that^ after the twenty-sixth of July, 1866, 
no individual, in any district, could "locate" or "claim" 
more than 200 feet on the course of any lode discovered 
thereafter, unless he was the discoverer, when he could take 
an extra claim of 200 feet, and that not more than 3,000 
feet could thereafter be located or claimed upon any one 
veiu by any association of persons, and that to locate 3,000 
feet of such lode would require not less than fourteen bona 
fide locators to be associated together, each taking a claim 
of 200 feet, with 200 feet additional to the discoverer, or 
fifteen locators where they claim without regard to the dis- 
covery ri^ht. 

In making these locations, the miners had the option of 
taking up and recording their claims either as segregated 
individual locations of 200 feet each, and working or dis- 
posing of them as such, or they could associate together 
and locate a number of these claims in common, provided 
the legal maximum of 3,000 feet was not exceeded after the 
twenty-sixth of July, 1866. The said statute of July 26, 
1866, did not fix any amount of work or expenditure as 
necessary to hold a claim, but left that to be regulated by 
the miners themselves. Congress did, however, prescribe 
that an amount of not less than $1,000 should be expended 
on the claim, as one of the conditions precedent to obtain- 
ing a patent. 

The mininff statute of May 10, 1872, repeals said act of 
July 26, 1866, in part, and after its passage permits 1,500 
linear feet to be located as one claim on a lode, which loca- 
tion may be made by an individual or by an .association of 
persons jointly; but no lode claim located after the passage 
of said act of May 10, 1872, can exceed 1,500 feet, whether 
located by one or more persons. 

The fifth section of said statute of 1872 provides, among 
other things, that — 

"On each claim located after the passage of this act, and 
until a patent shall have been issued therefor, not less than 
one hundred dollars' worth of labor shall be performed, or 
improvements made during each year." 

And that — 

"On all claims located prior to the passage of this act, ten 
dollars worth of labor shall be performed or improvements 
made each year for each one hundred feet in length along 
the vein until a patent shall have been issued therefor; but 
where such claims are held in common, such expenditure 
may be made upon anjr one claim," etc. 

The only interpretation this office has been able to give 
this language is, that a "claim" on a lode located subse- 
quent to May 10, 1872, may be 1,500 feet and no more, 
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-whether located by one or more persons, and that to hold 
such claim of 1,500 feet will require an annual expenditure 
of $100 thereon, and that on all lodes located prior to May 
10, 1872, there must be an annual expenditure of not less 
than ten dollars in labor or improvements for each hundred 
feet so claimed along the lode, but that where a number of 
such claims of onenundred or two hundred feet each, as 
the case may be, upon the same lode are held in common 
by one or more persons, the aggregate amount necessary to 
hold all the claims so held in common on a lode, at the rate 
of ten dollars per hundred feet, may be expended upon any 
one claim thereon, or, in other words, at any one point on 
the lode so held in common; the words "where sucn claims 
are held in common, such expenditure may be made on any 
one claim," being construed to mean that where several of 
these individual locations made previous to May 10, 1872, 
upon the same lode, are held in common by one or more 
persons, the entire expenditure necessary to hold all the 
claims so held in common on such lode may be made upon 
any one claim thereon, but that expenditures made upon 
any one lode or claim, however great, can in no way be 
made to apply to other lodes claimed by the same parties. 

In the case under consideration, the Hehnick Silver Min- 
ing Company are the claimants of nine separate lodes, all 
of which it IS their purpose to develop and improve by a 
mininff tunnel now oeing run in order to intersect such 
lodes below the surface. 

If this interpretation of the law is correct, work done and 
expenditures made in constructing a tunnel intended for the 
development and improvement of lodes will not satisfy the 
legal requirement as to expenditure as aforesaid; but such 
expenditure or labor must be made in good faith upon each 
lode claimed, otherwise the same will be subject to reloca- 
tion by other parties, as provided by law. 

As Mr. Douglas and those whom he represents entertain 
a different view of the law, I respectfully submit the ques- 
tion for the consideration and advice of the Head of the 
Department. 

With great respect. 

Your obedient servant, 

Wuxis Dbummond, Commissioner. 

Depabtment of the Intkbiob, 

WAsmNGTON, D. C, 4th Sept., 1872. 

Sib: I return herewith the two letters addressed to your 
office by B. M. Douglas, Esq., of this city, in relation to 
the proper construction of the fifth section of the mining 
act of tenth May, 1872, and transmitted with your letter of 
the tweniy-seventh ultimo. 
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The views set forth in your letter appear to me in entire 
consonance with the letter and spirit of the act, and are 
therefore approved. 

I am, Sir, very respectfully. 

Your obedient servant, 

W. H. Smith, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. Willis Drummond, Com'r General Land Office. 



Diaxnond-Produoing Lands may be Entered and Patented 

under the Mining Acts. 

Depabtmrkt of the ImrERiOB, 

Washington, D. C, Sept. 3, 1872. 

Sib: Yoor letter of the twentieth ultimo, submitting for 
instructions the question whether ''diamond claims can 
be entered and patented under the mining acts of Congress, 
was received and submitted to the Attorney-general for 
his opinion thereon. I transmit herewith a copy of his 
opinion on the subject, under date of the thirty-first ultimo. 
I concur in the views therein set forth, and they will guide 
your official action in cases of this character. The letter of 
]Eoyt and Sears, accompanying yours, is herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 

W. H. Smith, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. Willis Dbummond, Com'r Qeneral Land Office. 

■ 

LINCLOSUEE.] 

Depabtmsi^t of Justice, 

WAsmNGTON, D. C, August 31, 1872. 

Hon. 0. Delano, Secretary of the Interior: 

SiB: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
communication of the twentieth instant, submitting for my 
official opinion the question whether or not title to public 
lands producing diamonds, can be acquired by individuals 
or associations under the act of Gongresd entitled, ''An act 
to promote the development of the mining resources of the 
United States," approved May 10, 1872. 

Section one of said act provides, ''That all valuable min- 
eral deposits in the lands belonging to the United States, 
both surveyed and unsurveyed, are hereby declared to be 
free and open to exploration and purchase, and the lands in 
which thev are found to 03cupation and purchase, by citi- 
zens of tne United States, and those who have declared 
their intention to become such, under regulations pre- 
scribed by law, and according to the local customs or rules 
of miners, in the several mining districts, so far as the 
same are applicable and not inconsistent with the laws of the 
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United States." Section six of said act also provides the 
mode in which a patent may be obtained for land claimed 
and located for 'Walaable deposits." Bainbridge, in his 
woik on the law of mines and minerals, page one, says: ^'A 
mineral has been defined to be a fossil, or what is aug out 
of the earth. The term may, however, in the most en* 
larked sense, be described as comprising all the substances 
which now form, or which once formed, part of the solid 
body of the earth, both external and internal, and which 
are now destitute of, and incapable of, supporting animal 
or vegetable life. In this view it will embrace as well the 
bare granite of the high mountain as the deepest hidden 
diamonds and metallic, ores.*' 

Webster gives the following as the definition of a diamond : 
''A mineral and a gem, remarkable for its hardness, as it 
scratches all other minerals." Diamonds are found under 
a variety of circumstances, and are generally obtained by 
mining. They are procured in India and South Africa by 
digging pits in the earth down to a peculiar stratum called 
the diamond bed. 

In Brazil they are washed out of an agglomerate, com- 
posed of rounded white quartz pebbles and a light colored 
sand. Diamonds then, are clearly, '' valuable mineral de- 

i>osits," and the provisions of said act are as applicable to 
ands containing them, as to lands containing gold or otl^er 
precious metals. Comprehensive words, no doubt, were 
used to include as well what might afterward be discov- 
ered, as what might be overlooked in an enumeration of 
minerals in the statute. Public lands, for the purposes of 
sale, are divided into agricultural and mineral land^. The 
minimum price of the former is 11.25, and of the latter 
15.00 per acre; mineral lands, exclusive of their valuable 
deposits, are generally worth little or nothing. Prior to 
the act of July 26, 1866, (14 Stats., 257,) it was customary 
for persons to take those deposits without respect to the 
rights of the United States, Congress then provided a way 
in which persons locating lands for mining purposes might 
acquire title, and other acts have since been passed pifomo- 
tive of the same end. I think these acts ougnt to be most 
liberallv construed, so as to facilitate the sale of such lands, 
for in that way and not otherwise, can they be made to con- 
tribute something to the revenues of the government, and 
controversy and litigation in mining localities, to a great 
extent, prevented. 

Very respectfully, 

Your obedient servant, 

Geo. H. Williams, Attorney-general. 



142 DECISIONS BY [Sept. 9, 1872. 

Definition of the term " Claim," as used in the- Mining 

Statutes. 

Department of the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, Sept. 9, 1872. 

Theo. C. Pohle, Esq., Oeorgetown^ Colorado IhrrUory: 

Sm : In response to joar inquiriei^ in letter of thirtieth 
ultimo, I have to state that expenditures made in running 
a tunnel intended for the working or development of a lode 
or lodes, is not tantamount to work done upon a lode, as 
reouired by the laws of Congress. 

To obtain a patent for a lode, the law makes it one of the 
conditions precedent that not less than five hundred dollars 
shall have been expended on improvements made upon the 
''claim." The term claim as used in said condition being 
held to mean that portion of the vein or lode, and adjoining 
surface to which the claimant has the right of possession, 
in virtue of a compliance with the laws of the United States, 
and the local customs or rules of miners not in conflict 
therewith. 

Tour inquirv is, therefore, answered in the negative. 
Very respectfully, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



The Year during -which the Annual Expenditure must be 
Made on Locations after May 10, 1872, begins franx 
date of location. 

Department of the Iitterior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, Sept. 14, 1872. 

H. A. ScHULZ, Esq., Central CUy, Colorado Territory : 

Sm : In response to your letter of the twenty-eighth 
ultimo, I have to state that the fifth section of the mining 
actof May 10, 1872, provides that ** on each claim located 
after the passage of tnis act, and until a patent shall have 
been issued therefor, not less than one hundred dollars 
worth of labor shall be performed, or improvements made 
during each year." 

The construction riven by this oflSce to the foregoing is 
that upon all claims located after the tenth Mav, 1872, not 
less than one hundred dollars shall be expended in labor or 
improvements during each year, and that the j^ear shall 
commence from the date of the location of the claim. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 
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Miners to prevent Agrioultxirlats firom Entering their 
Mining Claims, must show Compliance with the 
Iiooal Laws and Customs. 

DePABTMEKT 07 THB InTEBIOR, 

Oenebal Land Offigb, Washington, D. C, Sept. 19, 1872. 
Register and Receiver^ Sacramento, California : 

Gentlemen : The papers transmitted with your letter of 
the thirtieth ultimo have been examined. 

Aug. 27, 1870, Henry L. Dingman filed D. S. 1626, on 
the S. i of S. E. i Sec. 3, N. E. i of N. E. i Sec. 10, and 
S. W. i of S. W. i Sec. 2, T. 10 N. E. 11 E., M. D. Mer., 
alleging settlement in 1856. 

' !Nov. 3, 1870, Antone Bentler and Griffith Hopkins filed 
affidavit that the S. i of S. E. ^ of said Sec. 3 is mineral 
land. 

You fixed Sept. 12, 1871, for hearing testimony on this 
point, and required pre-emption claimant, at his own ex- 
pense to give notice thereof, which was done by publication 
for five consecutive weeks in the El Dorado County Bepub- 
lican, by service of personal notice upon said affiant, and 
by posting a copy of such notice in a conspicuous place 
upon the land for thirty days. 

At the hearing no parties appeared to prove the land to 
be mineral, or to contest the right of Dingman to pre-empt 
the same. 

Mr. Dingman's improvements are valued at $8,000, and 
his pre-emption proof being quite satisfactory, in all re- 
spects, you permitted him to make the entry thereof, which 
was done September 12, 1871 (Texas A. 0. S., No. 664, R. 
& B.'s, No. 228), and then reported the case to this office 
in the usual manner. 

May 29, 1872, you transmitted for instructions the affida- 
vits of Adam Brooks, Wm. B. Carpender, and Wm. F. 
Jess, alleging the mineral character of certain lands, in- 
cluding a portion of the land entered by said Dingman; 
said mineral affiants desiring a reopening of the latter case, 
that a new hearing might be had as to the character of the 
land in controversy. 

In letter to you of twentieth June last, this office declined 
to reopen the case, for the reasons therein ^iven, unless 
mineral affiants could show fraud by pre-emption in giving 
the notices aforesaid, or they could snow that thev had an 
actual mining claim thereon under local rules of miners, 
thirty days being allowed in which to show these facts. 

Li the papers since received they do not attempt to show 
fraud in the notices, or that they were deceived thereby. 
They do, however, furnish a diagram or map of their alleged 
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mining claims, also an abstract from the records of Smith's 
Flat Mining District, showing various placer mining claims 
to have been taken up or located in 1859, under the mining 
regulations then in force, the fourth section of which reads 
as follows, viz: 

"Any tunnel company that shall have expended two nun- 
dred dollars, upon giving notice to the recorder of their 
intention to lease their tunnel, shall not forfeit the same, 
provided they resume work within six months from the time 
of giving said notice.'' 

It would appear from the papers that tunnels were run in 
some of these old claims, but it is evident that they have been 
abandoned for several jears; whether with notice to the Re- 
corder is not shown; it being clear, however, that their 
failure to resume work for such a length of time, forfeited 
whatever right they might have had in the premises in 185^, 
and that they have no right now to issue notices of their in- 
tention to resume work thereon within six months, as they 
appear to have done on the fifth July last, and since our 
said letter to you of twenty-sixth June, 1872. 

A careful examination of the papers satisfies this office 
that these parties have no valid existing mining claim, such 
as could be maintained in the courts, within the land en- 
tered by Dingman, and that no good reason existed for their 
failure to come forward at the said hearing, and offer proof 
as to the mineral value of the land, except the fact that it 
possessed no such value. 

Their request for a reopening of the case is accordingly 
denied, and the patent will at once be issued on the entry 
of Dingman. 

You will so inform the parties, and acknowledge receipt 
as "N." 

Very respectfully, etc., 

WILLIS Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Tunnel Rights. « 

Department of the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, Sept. 20, 1872. 

Hon. J. B. Chaffee, M.C, Denver, Colorado Territory: 

Sir : In response to vour letter of the I3th instant, desir- 
ing the construction of this office of the clause in the Min- 
ing Act of May lOfch, 1872, relative to tunnels, I have the 
honor to state that the interpretation uniformly given by 
this office, to the fourth section of said statute, may be 
found under the head of *' Tunnel Bights," commencing on 
pa^e eight of circular herewith, dated 10th June, 1872, from 
which it will be perceived that the line of the tunnel is held 
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to be the ^dth thereof and no more, and that upon this 
line only is i)rospecting for blind lodes prohibited while 
the tunnel is in progress, and that the right is granted to 
the tnnnel owners to fifteen hundred feet of each blind lode, 
not. previously known to exist, which may be discovered in 
such tunnel, but that other parties are in no way debarred 
from prospecting for blind lodes or running tunnels so 
long as they keep without the line of the tunnel as herein 
defined, the said line being required by our regulations to 
be marked on the surface by stakes or monuments placed 
along the same from the face or point of commencement to 
the terminus of the tunnel line aforesaid. 

When a lode is struck or discovered for the first time by 
running a tunnel, the tunnel owners have the option of re- 
cording their claim of 1500 feet all on one side of the point 
of discovery or intersection, or partly upon one and partlr 
upon the other side thereof; but in no case can they record 
a claim so as to absorb the actual,, or constructive possession 
of other parties on a lode which had been discovered and 
claimed outside the line of the tunnel before the discovery 
theieof in the tunnel. 

Very respectfully ,^ 

Willis Dbummomd, Commissioner. 



One Person may Secure Title to Several Mining Claims.. 

Depabtheist of the Interiob, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, Sept, 21, 1872v 

John G. Ibwin, Esq., WeaverviUe, Trinity County ^ Catifomia i- 

Sib: In response to your inquiry of the sixth instant,. I 
have to state that the mining statute does not restrict a 
party to one patent, but gives the ri^ht to proceed to pro- 
cure government title to as many valid mining diaims, as he 
may have the possessory right to under local laws, and upon 
which the necessary amount has been expended in labor or 
improvements. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Willis Dbummond^ Commissioner. 



AppUoation allo-wed to Proceed because Adverse Claim- 
ant did not Commence Suit \vithin Thirty Days. 

Depabtment of the Intebiob, 
Genebal Land Office, Washington, Sept. 26, 1872. 

Begister and Beceiver, Central City, Colorado : 

Gentlemen : Bef erring to your letter of the sixth instant^ 
I have to state that on uie twenty-seventh July, 1872^ tiiis. 

10 
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office rendered a decision in the case of the application of 
0. Kennedy et aL, for patent for the Maine lode, against 
which S. J. Pratt had filed an adverse claim. 

In said decision jon were directed to inform all parties 
in interest, that thirty days from the date of your notifica- 
tion to them woald be allowed said adverse claimant to 
commence suit in the proper local court, to adjudicate the 
right of possession to the premises in dispute. You were 
also directed to inform the adverse claimant that his ad- 
verse claim would be considered waived, if he "should fail 
to- file with you within the time prescribed, a certificate of 
the clerk of such court, that suit has been commenced in 
accordance with this decision." 

On the fifth dav of August., you informed the adverse 
claimant of our said decision, but Mr. Pratt failed to com- 
mence suit within the time prescribed, although he h<f , 
since the expiration of the thirty days allowed, commenced 
proceedings in court. 

You will therefore allow the applicants to proceed with 
their application for patent, and forward all tne papers in 
the case to this office. 

Very respectfully, 
I Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Patent Issues to Assignee of Party Making Entry. 

Depabtmknt of the Imtebiob, 
GsNEBAL Land Office, Washington, Oct. 2, 1872. 

W. H. Shearman, Esq., Salt Lake City, Utah: 

Sib: Bef erring to your letter of the 17th instant, I haye 
to state that the abstract of title on file in this office, with 
the application of E. B. Kelsey, Sen., L. S. Kelsey and E. 
B. Kelsey, Jr., for patent for the Vespasian mine, show 
that the record title, 2400 linear feet of tne said lode, was in 
said applicants at the date of their application for patent. 
Since which time, however, it appears that L. S. Kelsey 
and E. B. Kelsey, Jr., have sold all their interest in said 
lode and that you have become the owner by purchase from 
E. B. Kelsey, Sen., of 1100 feet of the same. 

If you desire, the patent will issue in the name of the 
applicant. If you desire the patent to issue in the name of 
tne present owners it will be necessary for you to file in 
this office the duplicate Beceiver's receipt, with an indorse- 
ment thereon by L. S. Kelsey and E. B. Kelsey, Jr., of all 
right and title and interest in said lode to E. B. Kelsey, 
Sen., and also an indorsement by E. B. Kelsey, Sen., as- 
signing all his right, title and interest in and to 1100 feet 
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thereof to Yon, in which case thepatent will issue in the 
name of E. B. Kelsej, Sen., and Wt H. Shearman. 

Very respectftdlj, 

WiLUS Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Mill Site Passes to Railroad if Looated after Land 

Enured to the Road. 

Depabtmemt of the Intebiob,' 
Gekebal Land OrncE, Washington, D. C, Oct. 11, 1872. 

O. B. Leonard, Esq., Attorney at Law, VnionviUe, Nevada: 

Sm: Referring to mj letter to you of the 31st Augast last, 
in reply to yours of the 15th, same month, and your re- 
sponse of the 10th ultimo, inclosing the sworn statement of 
T. G. Ne^s, Es^., Superintendent of the Star City M. and 
M. Co., in relation to the Oolconda mine and mill site, the 
latter situated in N.E. i of 8.W. i, and Lot 3, of S.W.i of 
Section 7, T. 35, K B. 45 E., M. D. M., claimed by the 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, in virtue of their grant, 
I have to state that the recoros of this office show that the 
rights of said railroad company to said section of land 
took effect on the eighteenth day of December, 1866; that 
being the date upon which the route of said road was defi- 
nitely located, subsequent to which time no adverse right 
thereto could attach where the land is not mineral in charac- 
ter. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Proceedings in Case a Mining Claim is not within any 

Xklining District. 

DEPABTMEin* OF THE InTEBIOB, 

GxifEBAL Land Office, Washington, D. C, Nov. 12, 1872. 

D. W. LiCHTENTHALEB, Esq., Le Orandy Oregon: 

Sib: * * * * In the event of a mining claim being 
situated outside of any regularly constituted mining district, 
affidavit of the fact should be made and secondary evidence 
of possessory title will be received, which may consist of 
the affidavit of the claimant, supported by those of any 
other parties cognizant of the facts relative to the location, 
occupation, and possession of such claim; and any deeds, 
certificates of location, or purchase or other evidence, which 
may be in the claimant's possession and tend to establish 
his claim. 

Very respectfully, 

W. W . CuBTis, Acting Commissioner. 
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Amicable Arrazigemeiit bet\ireen Miners and Agrloul- 
tuxists fox Segregation of Olaims Suggested. 

Depabthent ot the Ihteriob, 
Oeitebal Land Office, Washingtos, D. C., Not. 14, 1872. 

Register and Beceiver, Sacramento^ California : 

Gentlemek : The papers and testimony transmitted with 
the Register's letter of April 23, 1872, in the case of Henrj 
Tremain, pre-emption claimant, Bobert Brydon, mineral 
contestant, and others, have been examined. 

It appears that the plat of Tp. 16, N. B. 8 E., was filed in 
yonr office February 20, 1868, and the land in controversy 
IS within the limits of withdrawal of October 4, 1864, for 
the Central Pacific Bailroad. 

March 27, 1868, Henry Tremain filed D. S. No. 68 on the 

5. E. quarter of Sec. 34 in said Tp. 16, N. B. 8 E., alleging 
settlement thereon May 10, 1867; and on the twelfth Au- 
gust, 1871, he abandoned the N. W. quarter of the quarter 
section filed upon. 

April 26, 1868,' Bobert Brydon filed D. S. No. 147 on the 
N. htJf of said S. E. quarter and the N. E. quarter of S. W* 
quarter of said Sec. 34, and August 24, 1871, abandoned 
his right to the same as a pre-emptor. 

May 14, 1868, S. B. Michaels filed D. S. No. 217 on the N. 
E. quarter of S. W. quarter and N. W. quai-ter of S. E. 

Juarter, Sec. 34, T. 16, N. B. 8 E., alleging settlement Oct 
D, 1861. 

Several mineral affidavits were filed by A. B. Dibble and 
others in the years 1868 and 1869 on this quarter section in 
question. 

A hearing was had before you, August 12, 1871, to deter- 
mine the character of the land in controversy. The testi- 
mony then taken and the proof offered at a hearing had 
March 12, 1869, show this S. E. quarter of the said Sec. 34 
to be near Grass Yalley, in probably the richest mining 
district of California and within a mile of some of the best 
paying mines in the State. On at least three forty-acre 
traxsts of the land in question are ffold-bearing ledges of 
unknown value and extent; and die {uacer claims of Brydon 

6, Co. covered the greater part of the north half of this 

tuarter section and extend into the S. W. forty-acre sub- 
ivision. 

The north half of the land in dispute is clearly mineral 
land, and your decision to that effect is affirmed. 

On the S. E. quarter of the said S. E. quarter, Tremain 
has valuable improvements, and the land appears to be more 
valuable for agriculture than for mining; and your decision 
o that effect is also affirmed. 
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On the S. W. forty-acre tract there appears to be both 
agiicaltural and mineral land, and it is suggested that an 
ftmicable arrangement be made between the claimants in 
order that the agricultural maj be segregated from the 
mineral portion, in accordance with circular instructions of 
May 6, 1871. Otherwise the entire S. W. quarter of the 
S. E. quarter of Sec. 34, Tp. 16, N. R. 8 K, will be re- 
served as more valuable for mining than for agricultural 
purposes. * * * 

Very respectfully, etc., 

W . W. CuBTiB, Acting Commissioner. 



Ne-w Trial must be Granted Unoonditionally to Warrant 

flirther Suspension of a Case. 

Department of the Intebior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C. , Nov. 18, 1872. 

Register and Receiver ^ Central City, CoUtrado : 

Gentlemen : On the eighth May, 1872, this office ren- 
dered a decision in the matter of the application of John 
M. Osbom, for patent for three thousand linear feet of the 
Bank of Commerce lode, against which an adverse claim 
had been asserted by EU D. Bashford etal,^ in which decis- 
ion yon were directed to inform all parties in interest that 
thirty days from the date of your notification would be al- 
lowed in which to institute proceedings in court to adjudi- 
cate the right of possession to the premises in dispute. 

From your letter of the fifteenth ultimo, and the inclosures 
therewith, to wit, certificates of the clerk of the court of 
the Second Judicial District, Colorado, it appears that suit 
was instituted in accordance with said decision, and a ver- 
dict rendered by the jury in favor of John M. Osbom, the 
applicant for patent. Whereupon, the plaintiffs in said 
suit, Eli D. Bashford et al., moved for "a new trial under 
the statute, which was granted on the payment of costs." 

From your letter and said certificates of the clerk, it does 
not appear that the application for a new trial had been per- 
fected, in accordance with the requirements of the law of 
Colorado (vide Bevised Statutes of Colorado, sec. 76, page 
278), there being as conditions precedent to ihe granting of 
a new trial — 

First. The payment of all costs ; and 

Second. The vacating of the judgment rendered in former 
trial, bv the court. 

It will be necessary for the adverse claimant to show that 
their motion for a new trial has been granted without con- 
ditions. 

This office cannot recognize their simple application for 
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« 

a new trial as of sufficient force to warrant a farther suspen- 
sion of the case ; and you are hereby instructed to notify 
said Eli D. Bashford et al. that thirty days from the date of 
your notification will be allowed them to make such show- 
ing. 

You will acknowledge the receipt hereof , and report what 
action is taken^in the matter. 

VeryrespectfuUy, 

W . W . CuBTis, Acting Commissioner. 



Land Adjudged Agrioiiltural oannot be Entered as Min- 
eral tinless New Developments or Disooveries are 
made thereon. 

Depabtment of the Intebiob, 
Oenebal Land Office, WAsmNoroN, D. 0., Dec. 2. 1872. 

Hon. A. A. Sabgent, Washington, D.C.: 

Sir : I have the honor to state, in reply to your letter of 
the twenty-eighth ultimo, that the N.W. J of the N.W. i 
Sec. 9, T. 16, JN. R. 9 E., Mt. Do. Mer., is within the lim- 
its of withdrawal for the Central Pacific Bailroad Company, 
but has never been listed to said company, as aiSdavits had 
been filed with the Begister and Receiver at Sacramento, 
Cal., alleging the mineral character thereof. 

On the ninth November, 1869, at the instance of S. W. 
Austin, a hearing was held before the local land officers to 
determine the cnaracter of said tract, and on the tenth of 
July, 1872, the Hon. Secretary of the Interior decided the 
whole tract to be agricultural in character, an appeal hav- 
ing been taken from the decision of this office of January 
24, 1872, in reference thereto. 

This land, having been adjudged agricultural upon the 
evidence taken at said hearing, cannot be enterea under 
the mining acts of Congress, unless such discoveries or 
developments have been made since the date of said hear- 
ing, to wit, November 9th, 18U9, as to show that the tract 
described is of more value for purposes of mining than 
agriculture. 

I return herewith the letter from Deal and Clark, dated 
Nevada City, November 20, 1872, which was referred to 
this office by you. 

Very respectfully. 

Your obedient servant, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 
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Relative to Hearings held to Determine the Character of 
Land in Dispute. — The Party upon -whom the Burden 
of Proof Rests. 

DEPARTlfEirr 07 THE InTEBIOB, 

General Land Office, Washington, D. C, Dec. 2, 1872. 
O. B. O'Bannon, Esq., 1314 O Street, Washington, JD. C. : 

Sib: Beferrinff to your letter of the twenty-ninth ultimo, 
I have to state mat on the eighteenth September, 1872, this 
office instructed the Register and Becdiyer at Helena, Mon- 
tana, 'Ho cause a hearing to be held to determine the min- 
eral or agricultural character'' of the S. E. ^ of S. W. i of 
section 21, and the N. E. i of N. W. i of section 28, T. 9, 
K. B. 13 W., Montana, an affidavit having been filed with 
the local land officers, alleging the mineral character of said 
tracts. 

Where land has been returned as agricultural, as in this 
case, and affidavits are filed alleging the mineral character 
thereof, a hearing is held, in accordance with inclosed cir- 
culars, before the Be^ster and Beceiver, or any other offi- 
cer authorized to administer oaths, within the land district 
where the land is situated — the burden of proof being upon 
the mineral affiant, or part^ seeking to disprove the qprrect- 
ness of such return, and vtce vei'sa, where the land has been 
returned as mineral. 

In the case of contest, each party is held responsible for 
the expense incurred by reducing the testimony of his own 
witnesses to writing. 

As attorney for the agricultural claimant, Patrick Fay, 
you desire that the Begister and Beceiver be instructed to 
cause said hearing to be held, before some officer authorized 
to administer oaths in the county within whicl;! said tracts of 
land are situate, as the land in dispute is some sixty or sev- 
enty miles from the land office, and separated by the main 
chain of the Bocky Mountains. 

It is the intention of this office to save as much as possi- 
ble the expense, trouble and delay incident to taking proof 
as to the mineral or agricultural character of the lands, and 
hence the Begister and Beceiver will be instructed to cause 
said hearing to be held before some officer authorized to 
administer oaths in the county where said land is situate. 

Very respectfully, etc ., 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 
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Prooeedings to Cancel Patent issued to the Ovmers of the 

Wyoming Mine, Utah. 

Depabthemt of the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. 0., Dec. 7, 1872. 

Hon. Columbus Delano, Secretary of the Interior: 

Sib: I have the honor to state, that on the twentieth day 
of March, 1872, Alexander Majors, Allen Fowler, and B. 
C. Chambers, filed with the Register and Receiver at Salt 
Lake City, Utah, an application for patent for 1000 linear 
feet of the Wyoming Mine, situate in American Fork min- 
ing district, Utah. 

On the thirtieth day of September, 1872, patent issued 
for said claim as applied for, no objection, protest, or ad- 
verse claim being on file in this office. 

On the seventeenth day of October, 1872, the Register at 
Salt Lake City forwarded a protest and adverse claim of the 
Miller Mining and Smelting Company to said application 
for patent, which protest and adverse claim was filed with 
said Register, before the ninety days publication required 
by law had expired, and should have been forwarded to this 
office, with the other papers in the case, before entry was 
allowed. 

Upon the receipt at this office of said adverse claim, the 
Register and Receiver at Salt Lake City were directed to 
demand the return of sajd patent, the same having been 
delivered to said Fowler, Majors and Chambers in the mean 
time, which demand they refused to comply with. 

In view of the fact that a patent has inadvertently and 
unlawfully issued to said applicants, which they refuse to 
return, I nave the honor to suggest that the matter may be 
brought to the attention of the Attorney-General, with a 
request that the adverse claimants, to wit: the Miller min- 
ing and smelting company, be permitted to prosecute a suit 
in the name of the United States, to secure the cancellation 
of said patent. ' 

I am, sir, very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 

Departuent of the Interior, 

Washinoton, D. C, 17th January, 1873. 

Sib: I transmit herewith for your information a copy of 
a letter of the fourteenth instant, from the Attorney-gen- 
eral of the United States, in relation to the setting aside of 
a patent improperly issued for certain mineral lands in 
Utah Territory. 

Very respectfully, 

B. R. Cowen, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. Willis Dbummond, Com'r General Land Office. 



D«e. 16, 1872.] THE COMDOSaiONEB. 163 

[INCLOSURE.l 
1>EPABTME1IT OF JuSTIOS, 

Washinoton, D. C, January 14th, 1873. 

Hon. B. R. CowEN, Acting Secretary of ike hUerior: 

Sib: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the eleventh ultimo, inclosing a copy of one from 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, in relation 
to the improper issue of a patent for cei:;tain mineral lands 
in Utah Territory; and in compliance with your request, I 
have given such instructions as were necessary to the U. S. 
Attorney for Utah to have said patent set aside. 

Very respectfully, 

Geo. H. Williams^ Attorney-general. 



Request to file Caveat against ifffnilng Patents Denied. 

Depabtmbitt of the Intebiob, 
General Laitd Office, Washington, D. C.« Dec. 16, 1872. 

John S. Hauxe, Washington, D. C. : 

Snt: Referring to your letter of the ninth instant, re- 
questing 'Hhat a caveat may be entered against the issuing 
of a patent on the Layinia lode," etc., I haye to state that 
on the sixth instant, this office rendered a decision in the 
matter of the application of the Salt Lake Mining Company 
for patent for the Layinia lode, Utah, rejecting tiie adyerse 
claim asserted by John Tiemau, et al,, for the reason that 
the same was not filed with the local land officers until more 
than two years had elapsed after the filing of said applica-* 
tion. 

The Honorable Secretary of the Literior, in case of the 
Flagstaff lode, decided that all adyerse claims must be 
filed within the ninety days publication required by law, 
and that upon ''the expiration of the ninety days, imme- 
diately upon its expiration, the yery next day thereafter, if 
there naye been no adyerse claims filed, the claimant shall 
haye the right to apply to the Suryeyor-general for a suryey, 
and upon its being approyed and the land paid for, and 
the proper papers forwarded to the Commissioner he shall 
be entitled to his patent." 

In case of the Layinia lode not only had the '^ninety 
days'* expired, but more than two years had elapsed from 
the filing of said application to the time when said objec- 
tions were filed to the issuance of a patent as applied for. 

Under said decision whateyer objections third i>arties de- 
sire to make to the issuance of a patent for a mining claim, 
must be filed with the Be^ster and Beceiyer within said 
ninety days; at the expiration of that time, if no adyerse 
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claim has been filed, the matter is solely between the 
United States and the applicant for patent. 

In view of these facts your request is denied, and the 
case will be examined upon its merits. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



What Is Conveyed by a Patent. 

Depabtment of the Imtebiob, 
Genebal Land Office, Washington, D. C, Dec. 26, 1872. 

Hon. J. B. Belfobd, Central CUi/, CoUn^ado: 

Sm: Bef erring to your letter of the 5th instant, inclosing 
a copy of your recent decision in case of the International 
Mining and Exchange Company's claim upon the Her- 
cules lode, and your letter of the 9th instant, giving your 
views upon the construction of the Mining act of Congress, 
I have to state, that the second section of the act of Con- 
gress, approved July 26, 1866, authorized the issuance of 
patents for veins or lodes of quartz, or other rock in place, 
to parties who had complied with that act and the locfiJ 
rules or customs, which patent conveyed to the grantee by 
the express provisions of the law, the ** mine, together 
with the right to follow such vein or lode with its dips, 
angles and variations to any depth, although it may enter 
the land adjoining," etc. 

And in accordance with the provisions of said act, every 
patent issued thereunder, expressly conveyed to the patentee 
the surface ground embraced by the exterior boundaries 
of the survey of his claim, together with the right to follow 
the vein or lode along the course to the number of feet 
expressed in the patent, with its dips, angles and variations 
to any depth, although the lode should, in its dip or course, 
leave the surface ground patented and enter the land ad- 
joining. 

This has been the uniform construction given to this 
section of the act of July 26, 1866, by this office. By the 
act of July 26, 1866, the grant was restricted to one vein or 
lode. 

On the 10th May, 1872, Congress passed a new mining 
act and repealed said section two of the act of 1866, ex- 
pressly declaring, however, in the ninth section thereof, 
that ''such repeal shall not affect existing rights," and 
again, in the twelfth, ''nor shall this act affect any right 
acquired under said act" of July 26, 1866, and to impress 
this point more fully, the same idea is again repeated in 
the sixteenth section, where it declares that "nothing in 
this act shall be construed to impair in any way rights or 
interests in mining property acquired under existing laws." 
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Where the application for patent was pending under the 
act of July 26, 1866, on the 10th day of May, 1872, none of 
the rights which the applicant haa acquired by virtue of 
compliance with said act of 1866, were affected or impaired 
in any way; one of the rights which had been acquired by 
such compliance with said act, was the ri^ht to follow the 
yein or lode, with its dips, angles, and yanations, along the 
course thereof, and to any depth, although it may enter the 
land adjoining, and all patents issued since the lOth day of 
May, 1872, upon applications pending at that time expressly 
convey to the patentee : 

First. The surface ground embraced by the interior 
boundaries of the survey. 

Second. The right to follow the vein or lode named in 
the patent to the number of feet patented, although it may 
depart from the land embraced in the survey of the surface 
and enter the land adjoining. 

Third. All other veins, lodes or ledges throughout their 
entire depth, the top or apex of which lies inside of such 
surface lines extended downward vertically, although such 
other veins, lodes or ledges may so far depart from a 
perpendicular in their course downward as to extend out- 
side the vertical side lines of said surface location, 'pro* 
vided, that their right of possession to such outside parts 
of such other veins, lodes or ledges shall be confined 
to such ponions thereof as lie between vertical planes 
drawn downward, as aforesaid, through the end lines of 
their locations so continued in their own direction, that 
such planes will intersect such exterior parts of such 
veins, lodes or ledges; no right being granted, however, to 
the claimant of a vein or lode which extends in its down- 
ward course beyond the vertical lines of his claim to enter 
upon the surface of a claim owned or possessed by ajiother. 

In brief, the act of 1866 authorized the issuance of pat- 
ents to parties who had complied with the law and the local 
or district regulations, which patent granted the right to 
f oUow the particular vein patented for the number of feet 
expressed in the patent. 

The act of May 10, 1872, enlarging these rights, and in 
the applications for patents pending at the date of the pass- 
age of said act, to wit. May 10, 1872, authorized the issu- 
ance of patent£( upon such application, which patents, in 
addition to granting to the patentee the right to follow the 
particular vein or lode along its course, although it may 
enter the land adjoining, to tne number of feet expressed in 
the patent along the course thereof, and to any de^th. 
Also give such patentee the right to follow all other veins, 
lodes or ledges, the top- or apex of which lies within the 
exterior boundaries, if tne same were not adversely claimed 
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on the tenth May, 1872, only to such an extent, however, 
along the course, thereof as may be embraced by such ex- 
ternal boundaries, but to any depth ; and, furthermore, 
said act grants the exclusive right of possession to the 
surface-ground embraced bv such survey. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Willis Dbummokd, Commissioner. 



Wherein an Adverse Claim Cannot be Amended. 

DEPARTMEirr OF THE InTEBIOR, 

General Land Office, Washington, D. 0., Jan. 14, 1873. 

A. J. BiDGE, Esq., Chra88 Valley^ California : 

Sib : * * * Adverse claims filed after the expiration 
of the time prescribed by the statute, cannot be considered. 
When an adverse claim has been filed, the same cannot 
be amended, so as to embrace a larger portion of the prem- 
ises applied for than that described in the original aaverse 
claim. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Willis jObummoi^d, Commissioner. 



Confliot between a Placer Mining Claim and a Tovm Site. 

Department of the Interior, 
General Land Office, WAsmNoroN, Jan. 21, 1873. 

Register and Receiver^ Sacramento, California: 

Gentlemen : In your letter of the seventh September last, 
you state that on the tenth October, 1871, Charles JJiTagler 
et (xL,, filed in your office an application for patent for a 
placer claim, situate in section 13, T. 12, N. B. 9 E., and 
section 18, T. 12 N. B. 9 E., Mt. Do. Mer., and that on the 
thirteenth of the same month, Charles F. Irwin, County 
Judge of El Dorado County, California, filed with you his 
D. S. No. 8173, claiming certain lands as a town site, in 
trust for the inhabitants of the town of Greenwood, about 
thirteen acres of which is embraced by the said application 
of Nagler et al. 

In view of these facts, you ask if said applicants will be 
allowed to make entry of their said mining claim. 

The town-site act of March 2, 1867, expressly declares 
'Hhat no title shall be acquired under the provisions of this 
act, to any mine of gold, silver, cinnabar, or copper,'* and 
the act of June 8, 1868, declares that ''no title under said 
act of March two, eighteen hundred and sixty-seven, shall 
be acquired to any valid mining claim or possession held 
under the existing laws/' 
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If, therefore, Nagler et cU. have a bona fide mining claim, 
which thej hold by virtue of compliance with the local laws 
and regulations and the Congressional enactments, situate 
within the exterior boundaries of the premises embraced 
bj said town-site application, they will be allowed to enter 
the same, upon full compliance with the law and instruct 
tions. 

You will inform all persons in interest, and acknowledge 
the receipt hereof. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Eight Looators of Placer Ground may Convey to One 
Party, -who can Secure Patent for One Huxidred and 
Sixty Acres. 

Djcpabtment of thb Intebiob, 
Genbbal Lamp Offiob, Washington, D. G., Jan. 22, 1873. 

Begistei* and Receiver ^ Le Orand, Oregon: 

Gentlemen: Referring to your letter of the tenth ultimo, 
I have to state, that if eight bona fide locators, each having 
located twenty acres, in accordance with the congressionsu 
laws and with the local rules and regulations, should con- 
vey all their right, title and interest in said locations to one 
person, such person might apply for a patent for the whole 
one hundred and sixty acres tnus located. 

In which event it would be necessary for said applicant 
to file with you copies of the original notices of location, 
and an abstract of title from the office of the proper fie- 
corder, showing the record title to the premises claimed to 
be in tiie name of the applicant. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

W. W. OuBTis, Acting Commissioner. 



Agricultural College Scrip is not Received in Payment 

for Mineral Lands. 

Depabtment of the Intsriob, 
Genebal Land Office, Washington, D. C, Jan. 30, 1873. 

Segister and Beceiver^ Fairplay, Colorado TerrUory: 

Gentlemen: * * * In this connection I would state, 

that Agricultural College Scrip cannot be used in payment 

for mineral land; and in all cases where you have received 

the same in payment for mining claims, you will call upon 

the applicants to pay the amount required in cash, and 

return the scrip to the parties from whom you received it. 
******* 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner . 
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* 

All Proof, except of Citizenship, must be made vvithin 
the IMstrict -where the Land is Situated. 

Depastmbnt of the Interior, 
General Land Office, "Washington, Feb. 3, 1873. 

Messrs. Hoyt, Sears and McKeb, San Frandaco, California: 

Gentlemen: Eef erring to your letter of the eighteenth 
instant, I have to state, that it is the intention of this office 
to so construe the mining acts of Congress as to enable 
applicants for patents, who are in the actual and rightful 
possession of mining claims by virtue of compliance with 
the local laws and regulations and the Congressional enact- 
ments, to make the proof required before patents can issue 
at the least expense and with as little mconyenience as 
possible. 

To this end this office has uniformly permitted the proof 
of citizenship required to be filed in the case of applications 
for patents lor mining claims, to be verified oefore any 
officer authorized to administer oaths. All other proo& 
and affidavits should be made 4)efore some officer author- 
ized to administer oaths in the district where the lands are 
situate. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Where aU but One of Several Co-tenants vvithdra'w Pro- 
test, the Courts miust Deoide. 

Department of the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C., Feb. 12, 1873. 

Register and Receiver ^ Central City, Colorado Territory: 

Gentlemen: * * * On the nineteenth April, 1872, 
Wm. H. Pier filed an adverse claim to said application for 

Satent, alleging in his sworn statement that the premises 
escribed in said application for patent embrace and in- 
clude the Harris lode, owned in equal and undivided inter- 
est by J. P. Arey, James A. Vames, Philip Paul and 
myself, ''by right of discovery, location and purchase;" 
that no discovery was made and that no work was done by 
the said William A. Hamill upon said premises, as de- 
scribed in said diagram of said so-called Old Missouri lode, 
until after the said Horriel lode was discovered, its discov- 
ery shaft sunk to a depth of eleven feet, and recorded in 
accordance with the laws of said mining district and of 
Colorado Territory;" that the open cut claimed as the dis- 
covery of said Old Missouri lode, is upon the Horriel lode, 
and was excavated by one of said adverse claimants. 
Wm. H. Pier filed proof of citizenship and an abstract of 
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title from the office of the County Clerk and Becorder of 
Clear Creek County, Colorado, by which it appears that 
seven persons located fourteen hundred feet of tne Qorriel 
lode, and made record thereof on the sixth May, 1869, and 
that the record title to said premises is now in Wm. H. 
Pier, Philip Paul, James A. Yames and J. P. Arey. 

On the sixth December, 1872, the attorneys for tne appli- 
cant for patent filed with their argument several inclosures. 

One of these inclosures is signed ''Philip Paul,*' and 
after reciting the circumstances attending the filing of the 
adverse claim, concludes as follows, viz: '*!, the said Philip 
Paul, do hereby withdraw the said adverse claim so filed, 
and declare it to be my intention not to any longer contest 
the right of the aforesaid Wm. A. Hamill to a United States 
patent to his said claim," etc. 

A similar withdrawal, signed ''James A. Yames, by 
John Fillins, attorney in fact," is also on file. 

Pier, having made out a prima facie adverse showing to 
said application, cannot be denied his right and privilege, 
under the mining acts of Congress, of having his adverse 
right adjudicated in a court of competent jurisdiction, by 
reason of two of his co-tenants having declared their "in- 
tention not to any longer contest the right of the aforesaid 
William A. Hamill to a United States patent to his said 
claim." 

You will therefore inform all parties in interest that 
thirty days from the date of your notification will be allowed 
the said Wm. H. Pier et at to institute proceeding in a 
court of competent jurisdiction to determine the right of 
possession to the premises in dispute. * * * 

Very respectfully, 

Willis jObuhmond, Commissioner. 



Applioations In Case of Divided and Undivided Interests 

in Mining Claims. 

Depabtment of the Imtebiob, 
Genebal Land Office, Washington, D. C., Feb. 18, 1873. 

WiLUAM SiNGEB, Esq., Marysville, Col.: 

Sir: Kef erring to your letter of the 27 th ult., I have to 
state that where several parties own undivided interests in 
a mining claim, it is necessary that all the owners should 
join in an application for patent. Where several parties 
own separate and distinct portions of a claim, application 
for patent may be made by either of said parties for thiat 
portion of the claim owned by him if he desires. 

Very respectfully, etc. 

WiLUS Dbummond, Commissioner. 
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Adverse Claim Rejected because not Sworn to -within 
the District where the Ijand is Situated. 

Department of the Interiob, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, March 7, 1873. 

Register and Receiver^ Carson City, Nevada: 

Gentlemen: Upon examination of the papers transmitted 
with your letter of the 24th January last, I find that on the 
22nd of Oct., 1872, the Dardanelles Mining Company, filed 
in your office an application for patent for twelve hundred 
linear feet ot the Bosphorus lode, with surface ^ound four 
hundred feet in width, situated in Gold Hill mining district. 
Storey County, Nevada. 

On the 20th day of December, and before the expiration 
of the sixty days pablication required by law, the California 
Silver mining company by its president, A. K. P. Harmon, 
filed a protest against the issuance of patent for the prem- 
ises described in said application. 

This protest was sworn to by Mr. Harmon, before *' P. 
O. Wegener, Notary Public and Commissioner of Deeds, 
for the State of Nevada, in the city and coimty of San 
Francisco, California. " 

The seventh section of the mining act of May 10, 1872, 
requires ''That where an adverse claim shall be filed dur- 
ing the period of publication, it shall be upOn oath of the 
person, or persons, making the same,'* etc. And the 
thirteenth section of the same act declares that ''All 
affidavits required to be made under this act, or the act of 
which it is amendatory, may be verified before any officer 
authorized to administer oaths within the land district 
where the claim may be situated," etc. 

By the foregoing it will be seen, that the law requires that 
an adverse claim should be sworn to before some officer 
authorized to admmister oaths within the land district where 
the claims may be situated. 

In the case under consideration the provision of the law 
was disregarded, and the papers constituting the adverse 
claim were sworn to, not in the Carson City land district, 
but in the city of San Francisco, California. 

It seems to be the letter and the spirit of the law to bring 
parties, who desire to assert to an aaverse claim to an appli- 
cation for j)atent under the act of May 10, 1872, within 
the jurisdiction of the courts where the claim is situated. 

In view of these facts, you will inform all parties in inter- 
est that the adverse claim of the California silver mining 
company is rejected. 

^ Tou will allow sixty days from the date ofyour notifica- 
tion in which an appeal may be taken to the Hon. secretary 
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of the Interior; sBouId no appeal be taken within the time 
prescribed, you will allow the applicants for patent to com- 
plete their proceedings. 

In case an appeal should be taken from this decision you 
wiU not allow the applicants to complete their proceedings 
until the matter shall have been rcYiewed by the appellate 
authority. 

Be pleased to acknowledge the receipt hereof. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Willis Dbttmmond, Coiqmissloner. 

Depabtment of tee Intebiob, 

Wabhtngton, D. C, October 28, 1873. 

Sib : I haye considered the case of The Dardanelles 
Mining Company v. The California Mining Company, on 
appeal from your decision of March 1st, 1873. 

On the twenty-second October, 1872, the Dardanelles 
mining company filed, in the local o£Sce at Carson City, an 
application for patent for twelve hundred linear feet of the 
Bosphorus lode, Gold Hill, Ney., with surface ground four 
hundred feet in width. 

Before the expiration of the sixty da^s publication re- 
quired by law, the California Silver mining company filed 
a protest, which was verified by oath of its president, before 
a commissioner of deeds for the State of Nevada, in the 
city and county of San Francisco, California. 

The Dardanelles mining company, before the local offi- 
cers, moved to dismiss the protest, on the ground that it 
was not made in conformity to the act of May 10, 1872 (7 
record, 13th section), which provides that amdavits in all 
matters arising under this act, may be verified before '* any 
officer authorized to administer oaths within the land dis- 
trict where the chums may be situated." 

The local officers referred the question to your office for 
instructions, and March 7th, 1873, you held that the pro- 
test should have been verified before an officer authorized 
to administer oaths in the Carson City land district, and 
that the verification before a commissioner of deeds for 
Nevada in California was not in compliance with the act. 
You accordingly granted the motion and dismissed the pro- 
test. 

Your construction of the act in this particular is, in my 
opinion, the correct one, and I affirm your decision. 

The instructions issued under the act of July 26, 1866, 
required all affidavits to be made before the Register or 
Beceiver 

The acts of July 9, 1870, and Majr 10, 1872, authorize 
them to be made before any officer within the land district 
who has authority to administer an oath. 

11 
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This was done, doubtless, for the convenience of appli- 
cants, and the authority was limited to the land district, so 
as to make it practicable to punish those who might be 
guilty of perjury in making the oath. 

The papers^ transmitted with your letter of July 22, 1873, 
are hereby returned. 

Very respectfully, 

B. R. CowEN, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. WiLUS Dbummond, Gom'r General Land Office. 



Prooeedlngs to have Patent Issue to Party who Buys 

Mine firom Applicant. 

Depabtment of the Intebiob, 
Genebal Land Office, Washington, D. C, March 8, 1873. 

Gen, Lloyd Aspinwall, 54 Soviih street, New York: 

Sib : Eeferring to your letter of the twenty-eighth ultimo, 
I have to state, tiiat patents for mining claims are issued to 
the parties named in the Register's certificate of entry. 

If the applicants for patents for the mines referred to, 
sold to you the premises described in their applications, 
after they had commenced proceedings to obtain patents, 
but before the entry was maae at the local office, the Begis- 
ter's certificate and the Beceiver's receipt should have been 
made out in your name. 

Upon your filing a deed from said a[)plicants to you, in 
this office, the Register and Beceiver will be instructed to 
have their certificates and receipts made out, in your name. 

If, however, you became the purchaser since the date of 
entry, an indorsement should be made upon the duplicate 
receipts b^ the applicant for patent, assigning all their 
right and title in and to the premises described therein to 
you, in which eyent the patent would issue in your name. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Clause Inserted in Patents Issued for Claims on or near 

the Coxnstook Lode, Nevada.. 

Depabtmeih? of the Intebiob, 
Genebal Land Office, Washington, D. C, March 8, 1373. 

Adolph Sutbo, Esq., Washington, D, C. : 

Sir : Referring to your letter of the twenty-seventh ulti- 
mo, I have to state, that the Begister and Beceiver at 
Carson City, Nevada, were instructed, on the twenty-ninth 
July, 1870, of the construction which has been given the 
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act of Confess approyed July 25, 1866, '^ granting to A. 
Sutro the right of way and granting other priyileges to aid 
in the construction of a draining and exploring tunnel to 
the Oomstock lode, in the State of Nevada." 

The instructions contained in said letter, of which you 
have been furnished a copy, are still in force. 

In issuing patents for tne Comstock lode, or those in the 
immediate vicinity thereof, the following clause is inserted, 
viz: 

^'That the claim hereby granted and conveyed shall be 
subject to the condition specified in the third section of the 
act of Confess approved July 25, 1866," granting the right 
of waj and other privileges to aid in the construction of a 
draining and exploring tunnel to the Comstock lode, in this 
State of Nevada, ''and the grantee herein shall contribute 
and pay to the owners of the tunnel, constructed pursuant 
to said act, for drainage or other benefits derived nrom said 
tunnel or its branches, the same rate of charges as have 
been or mav hereafter be named in agreement between such 
owners and the companies representing a majority of the 
estimated value of said Comstock lode, at the time of the 
passage of said act, as provided in said third section." 

By reference to the inclosed circular you will perceive 
that both the acts of July 9, 1870, and May 10, 1872, con- 
tain clauses guarding the rights of the owners of the Sutro 
tunnel. 

The land which is embraced by the location of the tunnel 
has been withdrawn from sale, in accordance with said 
letter from this office of July 29, 1870. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Before Patent is Issued, Agricultural Xkitries may be 
Ganoelled to Portions Embracdng Valid Milling 
Claims. 

Dbpabtment of the Intxuob, 
Gemebal Land Offioe, [Washington, D. C, March 12, 1873. 

Hon. John P. Jones, U. S. Senate: 

Sm : I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the eleventh instant, and in reply would state, that 
where valuable deposits of g^ld, silver, cinnabar, lead, tin 
or copper are discovered upon the public domain, the par- 
ties having the right of possession thereto may obtain a 
patent for the same upon a full compliance with the law 
and instructions from mis office. 

In case valuable deposits of mineral are discovered upon 
a legal subdivision of the public lands after the same nas 
been entered as i^icultural, but before patent has issued 
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therefor, the parties owning the possessory right to said 
mine may mane application for patent for the same, and 
the agricultural entnr would be cancelled to that portion of 
the tract embraced by said mining claim. 

Very respectfully, 

Your obedient serrant, 

WiLUS Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Affidavits taken without notioe to Opposing I^arty can- 
not be Considered. 

DEPARTMEirr OF THE IlH^EBIOB, 

Gekebal Land Ovfioe, Washington, D.C., March 14,. 1873. 
Begister and Beceiver^ Sacramento^ California: 

Gentlemen : With the Eeceiver's letter of July 25, 1872, 
were received certain affidavits purporting to be evidence in 
behalf of the mineral contestant in case of Wm. Holland, 
pre-emption claimant, t;. Antonio Gulielmi and Pelegrino 
Corfini, mineral affiants. As these affidavits appear to nave 
been taken without notice to the opposing party, and with 
no opportunity for cross-examination, they cannot be con- 
sidered in rendering a decision in the premises. However, 
in view of the developments claimed to have been made 
since the date of last hearing, the mineral contestants will, 
at their own expense, be allowed a hearing in accordance 
with (di:cular instructions from this office. Within thirty days 
from the date of your notification, they will be required to 
inform you whether or not they desire a rehearing; if they 
do, sixty days thereafter will be allowed to hold the same. 
In the event of failure to notify you within thirty days, or 
to hold a rehearing within sixty days thereafter, the case will 
be decided on tJie evidence presented at the hearing held 
A^rast 28, 1871, and following. 

lou wiU inform all persons in interest of the contents 
hereof, and in your reply, please refer to the letter as **N" 
by its date. 

VeryrespectfuUy, etc., 

W. W. CuBTis, Acting Commissioner. 



Only One Hundred Feet Scyuare of Placer Ground can 
be Located if Local Iolvtb aUcw no More. 

Department of the Iittebiob, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, March 19, 1873. 

A. B. Beattvais, Esq., Columbia^ Calif omia: 

Sib: Beferring to your communication of the 25th ult., I 
would state that the mining act of Jtdy 9th, 1870, declares 
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that ''no location of a placer claim hereafter made shall 
exceed one hundred and sixty acres/' etc. 

The act of May 10, 1872, provides that no such locations 
hereafter made '' shall include more than twenty acres for 
each individual claimant," etc. 

The mining regulations of the different mining districts 
remain intact and in full force, with regard to the size of 
locations, where thev do not permit locations in excess of 
the limits fixed by Congress. Where such regulations per- 
mit locations in excess of the minimum fixed by Congress 
as aforesaid, they are restricted accordingly. 

In the case presented by you, where the local law provides 
that placer locations shaU not exceed 100 feet square to an 
individual, no more than that amount can be located, unless 
the local mining laws are amended in such a way as to allow 
claims of greater size to be located. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

W. W. CuBTis, Acting Commissioner. 



Applioatlon Rejected because no Surfleu^e Ground vtbb 

Included. 

DEPARTliENT 07 THE InTERIOB, 

Gensbal Land Office, Washington, D.C., March 24, 1873. 
Register and Receiver^ Carson City, Nevada: 

Gentlemen: The papers in case of the application of the 
Gold Hill Tunnel Gold and Silver Mining Company for 
patent for the Gould and Cond6 lode, situate in Gold Hill 
mining district, Nevada, have been examined. 

On the second of April, 1868, said company filed in your 
office an application tor patent for four thousand feet of 
the Gould and Cond6 lode. 

In the published notice, and in the notices and diagrams 
posted upon the claim and in the office of the Begister, 
said premises are described as follows, viz: 

''Commencing at a stake set at the mouth of the com- 
pany's tunnel. * * * Thence following the line of the 
tunnel, (first course,) N. 5° W. 946 feet to a point 94 feet 
south of the companv*s shaft. Thence (second course) N. 
17^ SO' E. 3,054 feet, foUo^sring the supposed line of the 
lode at the tunnel level. * * * No surface ground is 
claimed along the line of the lode," etc. 

The second section of the act of Julv 26, 1866, provides 
for the issuing of patents for mining ciaims upon veins or 
lodes of quartz or other rock in place, bearing gold, silver, 
cinnabar or copper, upon compliance with certain require- 
ments by the cmmants of such mine. 
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One of the requirements therein specified is, that the 
person, or association of persons, desiring a patent for a 
mine shall ''file in the local land office a diagram of the 
same, so extended laterally or otherwise as to conform to 
the local laws, customs and rules of miners.*' 

In the case under consideration this requirement of the 
law was not complied with, as said applicant did not file a 
dia^am ''so extended laterally or otherwise as to conform 
to me locid laws, customs and rules of miners." On the 
contrary, the diagram shows and the application states that 
"no surface ^ound is claimed along the line of the lode." 

When parties desire to secure patents for mining claims, 
they must show that the premises for which they desire to 
seo^ patents hava been properly located, in Accordance 
with the local laws and customs, and in the published notice^ 
and in the diagrams and notices, such and only such prem- 
ises should be described as haye been properly located. 

The application for patent, the published notice, and the 
notices and diagrams in the case under consideration are 
irregular, and not in accordance with the proyisions of the 
mining act of 1866, and said application is accordingly re- 
jected. 

You will inform said company of this decision, and allow 
sixty days from the date of your notification on which an 
appeal may be taken to the Hon. Secretary of the Interior. 

Be pleased to acknowledge the receipt hereof. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



How to count Sixty Days for Publication of Notice. 

Department of the Interior, 
General Land OmcE, WAsmNoroN, D. C, March 26, 1873. 

Register and Beceiver^ Salt Lake City, Utah: 

Gentlemen : On the twenty-first August, 1872, the Eureka 
Mining Company of Ut^ filed in your ofBce applications 
for patents for the Eureka and Montana lodes, situate in 
Tuitic mining district, Juab County, Utah. 

In each of these cases the applicants haye filed proof of 
compliance with the mining law, and the instructions from 
this office. 

The following adyerse claims were filed against the appli- 
cation for patent for the Montana lode, yiz: 

First. Peter Roberts et al, filed an adyerse claim on the 
fourth October, 1872, and withdrew the same on the twenty- 
third Npyember, 1872. 

Second. E. M. Peck et al, caused to be hajdded to the 
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Begister, at bis hoase, on the twenty-second October at 
11 : 30 p. M.y an adyerse claim to said application for patent, 
which was by the Besister placed on file in hisoffice, on-the 
morning of October 23, 1872. 

This adyerse claim is accompanied by a plat and field 
notes of snryej of the Excelsior lode, claimed by Peck d 
al. The attorney for said adyerse claimants, howeyer, 
alleges, nnder oath, that said plat and field notes do not 
properly locate or describe the premises owned by said ad- 
yerse claimants. 

The sixth section of the mining act of May 10, 1872, de- 
clares that ''if no adyerse claim shall haye been filed with 
the Register and the Beceiyer of the proper land office, at 
the expiration of the sixty days of publication, it shall be 
assumed that the applicant is entitled to a patent upon the 
payment to the proper officer of fiye dollars per acre, and 
that no adyerse claim exists; and thereafter no objection 
from third parties to the issuance of a patent shall be 
heard," etc. 

In each the cases referred to, yiz: the Eureka and Mon- 
tana lodes, the notice of intention to apply for a patent was 
first published in the Weekly Tribune, oearing date Satur* 
day, August 24, 1872, although, in fact, thepaper was issued 
and put m circulation on Friday, August 23, 1872, and by 
the affidayits of the bookkeeper and agent of the Tribune 
Publishing Association, it appears that the Weekly Tribune 
''is printed, published, and issued from the office on Fii- 
day of each week." 

This office is of the opinion that in computing the time 
for the sixty days publication required by law, the date of 
the paper, as giyen thereon, should goyem. 

Under the rule adopted by my predecessor, and which 
has been followed in all cases of tnis class decided since the 
act of July 26, 1866, went into effect, the day of publication 
of notice nas been included in the computation of time. 

Although I haye some doubt as to the correctness of this 
rule, I do not feel disposed to depart from it, unless it 
should be reyersed by the Head of the Department, and 
therefore decide that tne adyerse claim asserted by said E. 
M. Peck et oZ., was not filed within the sixty days publica- 
tion required by law, and the same is accordingly rejected. 
In case of the application for patent for the Eureka lode, 
the following adyerse claims were filed, yiz : ^ 

First. Peter Roberts et al. filed an adyerse claim to said 
application for patent on the twenty-second October, 1872, 
and withdrew the same on the twenty-third Noyember, 
1872. 

Second. O. D. Strong et al. caused to be handed to the 
Begister at his house, on the twenty-second October, 1872, 
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at 11:30 p. M., an adverse claim to said application for pat- 
ent, which hj the Begister was placed on file in his omce 
on the morning of Oct. 23, 1872. 

This adverse claim is not made out in the manner pre- 
scribed by law, and bv the instructions from this omce. 
No plat or field notes of survey of the May Henrietta lode 
is on file, showing the ''nature, extent and botOidaries" of 
the premises claimed bv Strong ei al. No abstract of title 
has been filed to show the record title to the May Henrietta 
lode to be in the adverse claimants. 

This adverse claim was not filed within the sixty days 
publicatipn required by law, and is therefore rejected. 

Third. The adverse claim of Aspinwall and Page was filed 
in the same manner and at the same time as the last named 
adverse claim. 

This adverse claim is also irregular. No plat or field 
notes of survey of the King David lode has been filed, show- 
ing the ''nature, extent and boundaries" of the premises 
claimed by said Aspinwall and Page. 

No abstract of title has been nled, showing the record 
title to said King David lode to be in said adverse claim- 
ants. 

This adverse claim was not filed within the Period of time 
prescribed by law, and is accordingly rejected. 

Fourth. The Jenny Lind mining company caused to be 
handed to the Begister at his house, on the twenty-second 
Qptober, 1872, at 11:10 p.m., an adverse claim to said 
application for patent, which, by the Begister, was placed 
on file in his omce on the morning of the twenty-third Octo- 
ner, 1872. 

This adverse claim is in the main made out in the form 
prescribed by law; and, by the instructions from this office, 
although no abstract of title is on file from the office of the 
proper Becorder, tracing the title from the original locators 
to tne Jenny Lind mining company. 

This adverse claim was not filed within the time pre- 
scribed by law, and cannot operate as a bar to the issuance 
of a patent as applied for, and the same is rejected. 

The only adverse claims filed within the time required by 
law are those of Peter Boberts et cd., and both of these have 
been withdrawn. 

You will inform all parties in interest that the' adverse 
claim of E. M. Peck d al. to the application for patent for 
the Montana lode is rejected. Also, the adverse claims of 
O. D. Strong et al.^ Aispinwall and Page, and the Jenny 
Line mining company, to the application for patent for the 
Eureka lode, and that sixty days from the date of your noti- 
fication to them will be allowed within which an appeal may 
be taken to the Hon. Secretary of the Interior. 
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Should no appeal be taken within the time prescribed, 
yon will allow tne applications for patents for said Eureka 
and Montana lodes to proceed. 

Should an appeal be taken, you will not allow the entries 
until the cases nave been finally determined by the appel- 
late authority. 

Be pleased to acknowledge the receipt. 

Very respectfully, 

WILLIS Dbummond, Commissioner. 

Depabtmekt of the Interior, 

Washington, D. 0., November 24, 1873. 

Snt: I have carefully examined the case of the Eureka 
Mining Company v. The Jenny Lind Mining Company et cd., 
on appeal from your decision of the twenty-sixth day of 
March, 1873. I caused the same to be referred to the As- 
sistant Attorney-general Smith for an expression of his 
yiews upon the questions involyed, and have received from 
him two opinions, one of which is dated Sept. 30th ult., and 
the other ihe twenty-second inst., copies of which you will 
find inclosed. 

I concur with him in the conclusions to which he has ar- 
rived, and, in accordance therewith, hold : 

First. That in estimating the sixty days of publication 
required by the act of May 10, 1872, the first day of publi- 
cation should be excluded and the last included. 

Second. That the jurat to the adverse claim, required 
by the seventh section of said act must be made by the 
party, and cannot be made by an attorney. 

Third. That where several parties unite in an adverse 
claim, the jurat is sufficient if made by one of such persons. 

Fourth. That the filing of an adverse claim with the 
Be^ster is a sufficient filing under the said act ; and 

Fifth. That the adverse claim of the Jenny Lind mining 
company does sufficiently set forth the ''nature" of said 
claim. 

I affirm so much of your decision as rejects the adverse 
claims of the May Henrietta lode, the Excelsior lode, and 
the King David lode ; and reverse so much as rejects the 
adverse claim of the Jenny Lind mining company. 

I return herewith the papers transmitted with your letter 
of the second June last. 

Very respectfully, 

C. Delano, Secretary. 
Hon. W. Dbummond, Com'r General Land Office. 
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[INCLOSUBE No. 1.] 

Depabtment of Justioe, 

Office of Assistant Attosnet-oeneral, 

Washington, D. C, Sept. 30, 1873. 

Sib: I have considered the appeal of the Jenny Lind 
mining company and others, adverse claimants, in tne mat- 
ter of the application of the Eureka mining company, for 
a patent for the Eureka and Montana lodes, situated in Tin- 
tic mining district, Juab County, Utah. The Eureka com- 
pany filed their application on the twenty-first of August, 
1872, under the act of May tenth, 1872, and on the twenty- 
fourth of August, 1872, the Begister gave notice of such 
application by publication in the Weekly Tribune of that 
date, which was continued for sixty days. 

The Jenny Lind company, and the other adverse claim- 
ants now contesting, filed their adverse claims with the 
Eeglster of the proper land office. These filings severally 
bear date October 22, 1872, at 11 : 30 o'clock, p. M. 

It is contended by the Eureka company, that as a matter 
of fact, said adverse claims were left witn the Begister, on 
the twenty-second of October, 1872, at 11: 30 p. m., at his 
house, which was distant about a quarter of a mile from the 
land office, and were not filed in the office of the Begister 
until the twenty-third of October, 1872, and that such 
fiOiings in the office on the twenty-third, were too late, the 
sixty days of publication having expired on the tweniy- 
second. It is also contended by the Eureka company, that 
the adverse claims of some of them were not prepared with 
the necessary formality, and did not contain proper plats of 
survey or abstracts of title, and were otherwise defective. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office held that 
the adverse claims were filed one day too late, and therefore 
he rejected them. 

I shall first consider the question whether the filing was 
too late, upon the assumption that it was not made until the 
twenty-third October, 1872. 

The sixth section of the act of May 10, 1872 (17 Stats., 
93), provides that an applicant for a patent for mineral 
lands shall file in the proper land office an application under 
oath, with a plat, etc., and that 'Hhe Begister of the land 
office, upon tne filing of such application, plat, field notes, 
notices, and affidavits, shall publish a notice that such ap- 
plication has been made, for the period of sixty days, in a 
newspaper to be by him designated as published nearest to 
said claim, and he shall also post such notice in his office 
for the same period." 

The seventn section provides: ''That where an adverse 
claim shall have been filed during the period of publication, 
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it shall be apon oath of the person or persons making the 
same, and shall show the nahire, boundaries, and extent of 
snch adverse claim, and all proceedings, except the publi- 
cation of notice and filing of the affidavit thereof, shall be 
stayed nntU the controversy shall have been settled or de- 
cided by a court of competent jurisdiction, or the adverse 
claim waived.*' 

From the foregoing express provisions of law, it appears 
that the time of publication is ''for the period of sixty 
dajTs,'* and that the adverse claim must be filed ''during 
the period of publication," that is, during "the period of 
sixty days.*' When does this "period of sixty days" be- 
sAn, and when terminate? Does it include or exclude the 
nrstday of publication? If it includes it, then, upon the 
assumption that the adverse claims were not filed until the 
twenty-third October, they were filed one day too late. On 
the other hand, if it excludes it, then the filings were in 
time. 

The inquiry presented is one which has been a vexed 

Suestion for centuries, and has been decided differently by 
le ablest courts in this country and in England. It has 
been appropriately termed the controversia corUroversissima 
(Griffith V. ^ogert, 18 How., 162). I shall not attempt to 
review the cases, for the reason that my official duties are 
such as not to allow the necessary time. I have carefully ex- 
amined them, and from such examination, am of opinion that 
the first dav of publication should be excluded. When a com- 
putation of time is to commence from an act done, the day on 
which the act is done is to be excluded. In support of this 
view I cite the following authorities: 4 Kent, lOo (note) 11 
ed.; 2 Parsons' Oont., 663 (note); Pope v. Headen, 5 Ala. 
433; Lyon V. Hunt, 11 Ala. 296; Langr. Phillips, 27 Ala. 
311; Elm t;. Osgood, 19 Miss. 60, 25 Miss. 48; Bigelow v. 
Wilson, IPiok. 486; State v. Schwerle, 5 Pick. 279; Wig- 
gins V. Peters, 1 Met. 127; Farwell v. Bogers, 4 Gush. 460; 
Weeks v. Hull, 19 Conn. 376; Oarleton v. B3dng, 16 Iowa, 
588; Caruthers v, Wheeler, 1 Oregon, 194; Judd t;. Fulton, 
10 Bart. 117; Bussell v. Bussell, 11 Bart. 96; Cornell v. 
Moulton, 3 Denio, 12; Barr v. Lewis, 6 Texas, 76; State v. 
Gascon, 33 Miss. 102; Cann v. Warner, 1 Houston (Del), 
88; Gorham v. Wing, 10 Mich. 486; Sheets v. Selden, 2 
Wall, 177; Page v. Wevmouth, 47th Maine, 238; Walsh v. 
Boyle, 30 Maryland, 2o2; Thome v, Mosher, New Jersey 
Eq., 257; Bex t;. Cumberland, 4 How. 4 M. 378; Gout v. 
Edwards, 11 Sim. 434; Wilkinson v. Gaston, 9 Queen's 
Bench, 141. 

The cases also establish the proposition that when there 
is a doubt as to whether the day in which an act is done 
should be included or excluded, that construction should 
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be adopted whioh will support a contract, or deed, rather 
than that which would destroy it; that wluch will prevent 
a forfeiture rather than that wnich would create one. And 
in cases of statutory enactment, that whioh will be most 
favorable to the party for whose benefit the statute was 
enacted. 

In the case under consideration, the provision that there 
should be a publication of sixty days was made for the 
benefit of adverse claimants, and for the purpose of giving 
them an opportunity to assert their adverse cUims, and in 
case of doubt as to whether the first day of publication 
should be included, or excluded, that doubt should, in my 
opinion, be decided in favor of the adverse chumants. I 
have proceeded thus far upon the assumption, that the 
adverse claims in the case now under consideration, were 
not filed until the 23rd October, and upon such assumption 
I think they were filed in time. 

There is another view that may be taken of this case, 
which leads to the same conclusion. These adverse claims 
all bear an official indorsement, that they were filed on the 
22nd October, 1872, at 11.30 p.m. Such indorsement is 
'prima fax^ evidence that they were filed in the proper office 
at that date, and this legal presumption, if removed at all, 
must be removed by competent evidence. The only proof 
that has been offered to rebut this presumption, and show 
that there was no filing in the land office until the 23rd 
October, is an unsworn certificate of the Register made in 
Washington City, on the Ist of March, 1873, in which he 
states mat the adverse claims were left at his house at 11 : 
30 p.m., October 22d, and on the next day taken to the land 
office, and marked filed as of the 22d, 11 :30 p.m. 

I am of opinion that this is incompetent evidence, that 
the official act of a sworn officer cannot be contradicted or 
explained by an unsworn statement like this, made long 
after the res geata, 

I think the adverse claims were filed in time, and that the 
Commissioner erred in rejecting them on the ground that 
they were not so filed. 

The Commissioner mentions the fact that some of the 
adverse claims were irregular, in not being accompanied 
with a plat of survey and field notes. It is pretty satisfac- 
torily snown in the evidence tibat the protestants made use 
of reasonable means to procure such survey and field notes, 
and that they were prevented from so doing by the act of 
the Eureka company, in obtaining control of the United 
States deputy surveyors, and there by preventing them from 
making the survey for adverse claimants. 

To allow tiiat company to exclude the adverse claims for 
that reason, would be to permit it to take advantage of its 
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own wron^ul act. The regulations issued by the Commis- 
sioner, it is true, require that there shall te such a plat 
and field notes, but that they do not have the force of law, 
aud were never intended to operate as a bar, where an ap- 
plicant in good faith has done all that was in his* power to 
comply wifli them. 

And so with reference to the abstract of title. It is con- * 
venient to have such abstract for the purpose of showing 
how the claimant derives title, and therefore the adoption of 
the rule by the Commissioner. 

If the adverse claimants properly allege that they are the 
owners of the claim, that is good pleading, and sufficient 
to notify the applicant for patent of what is claimed. I 
think an omission to file this abstract should be treated as 
an irregularity only, and not as a defect thflt vitiates the 
adverse claim No one is injtired by the omission, and it 
would be extremely technical to treat it as good cause for 
rejecting the claim. 

I have now noticed all the objections mentioned by the 
Commissioner. Some others have been urged on the argu- 
ment on appeal. It is objected that the amdavit to the ad- 
verse claim of the Jenny Lind company was made by W. J. 
Hooper, as president of the company, and that there is no 
sufficient evidence that he was president. It is claimed 
that the best evidence would be a certified copy from the 
record showing his election. Hooper states in the adverse 
claim that he is the president of tne company, and swears 
to that statement. Tnat is, I think, sufficient. 

It is further objected that there is no sufficient evidence 
that W. M. Gillespie, before whom Hooper made the affi- 
davit, was a notary public, or had authority to administer 
oaths. The certincate of Gillespie is under his official seal 
as notary public. That is sufficient evidence of his being 
notary. The power to administer oaths is given to notaries 
public in any State or Territory, by the act of Congress of 
Sept. 16, 1850 (9 Stat., 458). It is also objected that one 
of the affidavits on file purports to have been made before 
a person as justice of tne peace, and that there is no evi- 
dence that such person was a justice of the peace, except 
his own signature as such justice. 

It is the constant practice in the land office to receive and 
consider affidavits made before persons professing to act as 
justices of the peace, without other evidence of their author- 
ity, and it would take those who practice in that office by 
surprise to enforce the rule that such affidavits could not 
be considered, without proof of the official character of the 
persons before whom they are taken, and who profess to be 
justices of the peace. I think the objection altogether too 
technical, and that it should be overruled. 
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It is farther objected that in certain of the adverse claims 
there is not sufficient evidence that suits have been brought 
on such claims^ within thirty days from the time of filing 
ihem with the Begister. 

It appears from the certificate of the clerk of the court, 

that the persons who brought the suit, and are alleged to 

. compose the unincorporated company, are not the persons 

who originally located the claim, and therefore it is said 

the company is not the one which filed the adverse claim. 

Mining claims are constantly changing owners. They are 
often assigned after location and before patent. The mem- 
bers who own the stock at the time suit is brought, are the 
proper parties plaintiff, and it does not follow that the com- 
pany is not the same because the stockholders are different. 
They allege that they compose the company, and that, I 
think, is sufficient. 

They are not, and should not be, required to prove that 
they are the original locators, or that they are the identical 
persons who presented the adverse claim. 

Some other objections are made, which present the ques- 
tion whether the adverse claimants are required to show 
affirmatively that they have complied with all the local 
usages and customs. I think they are not. If they have 
failed to comply with such usages, and a forfeiture is de- 
nounced for sudi failure, that is a matter of defense. 

There is still another objection, of more gravity than 
some I have mentioned, and that is this: it is argued that 
all these adverse claims were improperly filed, because they 
were filed with the Be^ster only, when they should have 
been filed with the Begister and Beceiver. 

The sixth section of the act requires that the applicatibn 
for patent shall be filed ''in the proper land office;" that 
the applicant shall post a notice of such application on the 
land, and file a copy of the notice ''in such land< office;" 
that the Begister of the land office "shall publish such no- 
tice for the period of sixty days,** and post it "in his office** 
for the same period; that the claimant shall file "with the 
Begister*' a certificate of the U. S. Surveyor; that $500 
worth of labor has been expended; that at the expiration of 
the sixty days of publication, Hie claimant shall "file his 
affidavit (without scmng where, but manifestlv with the 
Begister), showing that the plat and notice have oeen posted 
in a conspicuous place on the claim, during the period of 
publication;" and then it proceeds that "if no adverse 
claim shall have been filed with the Begister and Beoeiver 
of the proper land office at the expiration of the sixty days 
of publication, it shall be assumed that the applicant is 
entitled to a patent,*' etc. 

The Commissioner, in his regulations issued under this 
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act, required that the adverse claim should be filed with 
the Register, or in his absence with the Beceiver. Of 
course, the Commissioaer cannot make the law, and if he 
has made a regulation that is in conflict with it, the regula- 
tion must fall. 

Is there such a conflict? Did Congress intend that these 
claims should be filed with both officers, or that the adverse 
claim should be in duplicate? It was a fact well known to 
Congress, that the offices of Begister and Beceiver are kept 
together and are one and the same office. This is almost 
universally the case. All the records of the office are in 
the custoaj of the Begister. The Beceiver has but little to 
do with them. He receives the money and gives a receipt 
therefor, and that is the main part of his duties. A filing 
in the office of the Begister, with him, is in substance a 
filing with the Beceiver. I cannot believe that Cotigress 
intended that the same document should be taken to the 
Begister and Beceiver and marked filed by each of them, 
or that two' copies should be filed, one with the Begister 
and the other with the Beceiver. That would be to require 
a useless thing which should never be presumed. 

I prefer to hold that a filing with the Begister was a filing 
with the Begister and Beceiver, within the spirit and mean- 
ing of this act. 

After the most careful consideration that I have been 
able to give this case, I am of opinion that the decision of 
the Commissioner was erroneous and I advise that it be re- 
versed. 

Very respectfully. 

Your obedient servant, 

W. H. Smith, Assistant Attorney-general. 
Hon. C. Delano, Secretary of Interior. 

[INOLOSUBE No. 2.] 

Depabtment of Justiob, 

Office of Asst. Att'y General, 

Washington, D. C, Nov. 22, 1873. 

Sm : In the case of the Jenny Lind mining company and 
other adverse claimants against the Eureka mining com- 
pany, before you on appeal from the decision of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, in accordance with 
your request, I had the honor to give my opinion upon the 
merits of the case on the thirtieth of September last. Since 
then other points have been made by counsel for the Eureka 
company, and at your like request I will proceed to state 
my views upon them. 

The Eureka company objects to each of the following ad- 
verse claims, to-wit: The May Henrietta lode, the Excelsior 
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lode and the King David lode, for the reason that they 
were severally sworn to by D. Cooper as attorney, instead 
of by the persons, or some of them, who are alleged to be 
the owners thereof. The parties owning these lodes are 
incorporated companies. 

The seventh section of the act of May 10, 1872, provides: 
'^That where an adverse claim shall be filed during the 
period of publication, it shall be upon oath of the person, 
or persons, making the same." 

it does not provide that it may be upon the oath of an 
agent or attorney. Without statutory authority, an attor- 
ney cannot make the oath for his client. I find myself 
obliged to advise that the above-named adverse claims were 
not . properly verified, and for that reason should be 
rejected. 

it is further objected by the Eureka company, that the 
protest and adverse claim of the Jenny Lind companv was 
sworn to but by one (W. G. Hooper), where it should have 
been sworn to by all the persons composing the company. 

In my opinion, the statute is complied witn when any one 
of the persons asserting an adverse claim makes affidavit to 
the same. Such person is the representative of all. 

It is well known that mining claims are often owned by 
many persons living at a great distance from the mine. To 
require each owner to appear in the land district where the 
mine is located, and mate affidavit before an officer author- 
ized to administer oaths in that district (as must be done 
under the law), and that, too, within the sixty days of pub- 
lication, would be an unnecessarily harsh administration of 
the law, and would in many cases practically nullify the 
right of presenting an adverse claim. As in legal proceed- 
ings, one plaintiff or defendant may make jurat for his co- 
plaintiffs or defendants, so I thiuK one adverse claimant 
m^ make it for all his co-claimants. 

it is further objected by the Eureka company, that the 
adverse claim of the Jenny Lind company is defective in 
this,^ that it alleges ownership by location of the South Ex- 
tension of the fiuUion lode, the Queen Victoria lode and 
the Pride of the West 2d lode, while the record of location 
shows that they were made by persons some of whom were 
not members of the Jenny Lind company, and that there is 
no allegation or proof that such persons have ever assigned 
or conveyed their interest to the company, and therefore it 
is urged the adverse claim does not **show" its "nature," 
as required by the seventh section of the act. 

I suppose that the provisions of law relating to adverse 
claims should receive a reasonable interpretation. They 
were made to be construed by local land officers, many 
of whom have never had a legal education, and they should 
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be construed as men of good practical common sense would 
be expected to construe them. It was never intended by 
the law-makers that such a claim should be construed with 
the technical precision that a lawyer would be justified in 
applying to an indictment. 

It was intended that the instrument should be so drafted 
as to inform a person of good sense that a portion of the 
mining claim which he was seeking to obtain a patent for, 
did not belong to him, but did belong to the protestant, 
and it was intended that this should be done with such pre- 
cision as to fairly advise him of the "nature, boundaries 
and extent" of the adverse claim, so that he might prepare 
himself to establish, on the trial before the courts, nis own 
and defeat the adverse claim. 

I think the adverse claim of the Jenny Lind company 
does furnish such information to the Eureka company. It 
gives the boundaries and extent of its claim with sucn pre- 
cision that no objection is made on that account. The 
objection relates to the ''nature" of the claim. 

It alleges that it is the "lawful owner and entitled to the 

{)ossession of about eleven hxmdred feet of the said Eureka 
ode;" that it "is the owner, by location of the persons 
composing said association, and in possession of the foUow- 
ing named lodes or veins of quartz and other rock in place 
bearing silver and other metals, viz : the South Extension 
of the Bullion lode, the Queen Victoria lode, and the Pride 
of the West 2d lode, situated, located«and recorded in the 
Tin tic mining district, Juab County, Utah Territory;" that 
"on the seventeenth day of March, A. D. 1871, the several 
premises hereinafter described were mineral lands of the 
public domain, and each contained a vien or lode of quartz 
and other rock in place bearing and containing silver and 
other minerals, and said premises were entirely vacant and 
unoccupied, and were not owned, held or claimed by any 
person or party as mining claims or otherwise, and that 
while the same were so vacant, unoccupied and unclaimed, 
the persons (see Exhibit B) forming the association, known 
as me Jenny Lind mining company, each and all being 
citizens of the United States at the time, did enter upon 
and explore and discover the South Extension of the Bullion, 
containing three thousand (3,000) feet, linear measure- 
ment, which was located March 20th and recorded April 
10, 1871, the Queen Victoria lode containing two thousand 
(2,000) feet, linear measurement, located March 17th and 
recorded March 18th, 1871, and the Pride of the West 
2nd lode, containing sixteen hundred (1,600) feet, linear 
measurement, located June 21, 1871, and recorded Septem- 
ber 19, 1871." 
"That the said Jenny Lind company, and the persons 

12 
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composing the same, have continaoaslj held and occupied 
and been in the actual possession of the mining premises 
and lodes since the date of location of the same, with the 
knowledge of the Eureka company and its agents, and with- 
out any opposition whatever from it/' (Eureka comoany.) 
''That the locators of said lodes and the Jenny Lina min- 
ing company respectively, have in all respects complied 
with every custom, rule, regulation and requirement of the 
mining laws of said mining district and thereby became, and 
are, owners (except as against the paramount title of the 
United States,) and the rightful possessors of said mining 
claim and locations;" and that ''the vice-president of the 
Eureka company, at the time of his filing the application 
therefor, well knew that the Jenny Lind mining company 
was the owner in possession and entitled to the possession 
of so much of said mining ground embraced within the sur- 
vey and plat of said applicant as is hereinbefore stated, and 
the said Jennv Lind mining company is entitled to all the 
silver and other metals in said Southern Extension of the 
Bullion lode, the Queen Victoria and the Pride of the West 
2nd lodes." 

It further appears from the statements of said adverse 
claim that the Eureka company on the tenth day of Octo- 
ber, 1872, entered into a written contract which was proffered 
to the Jenny Lind company, but never executed by it, in 
which the Eureka offered to convey to the Jenny Lind, 
when patent should be issued to it, the said Bullion, Queen 
Victoria and Pride o( the West lodes, in consideration that 
the Jenny Lind company would refrain from filing an ad- 
verse claim to the application of the Eureka company for 
patent. 

The said writing contains the following (among other 
things): "and whereas, said party of the first part" (the 
Eureka Company) " has no claim to any part of said Queen 
Victoria, Pnde of the West, and Bullion locations, their 
dips, angles and spurs." 

The above are the allegations of the adverse claim. I 
think they fairly inform l£e applicant for patent of its na- 
ture. 

They state that the Jenny Lind company is the owner of 
said Bullion and other lodes, by location. It is true that 
some of the exhibits show that the persons who organized 
the Jenny Lind company were not identical with some of 
the locators of said lodes. But what of that? Suppose 
the adverse claim had alleged ownership by location and 
the exhibits had shown ownership by purchase ? The claim 
would, undoubtedly, have been good. The material thing 
is ownership, in accordance with the rules and regulations 
of miners. All that is alleged, and it is also alleged that 
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that the Eureka had fall knowledge of the ownership and 
possession, and never asserted any claim to the contrary. 

The statement in the written agreement goes further, and 
admits that said compazij had no claim to any part of the 
said lodes of the Jenny Lind company. It is claimed that 
this admission shoold not be regarded in the case, because 
it was made pending a treaty of compromise. Grant it, yet 
it is the admission of a fact made without any stipulation 
that it should be without prejudice, and according to the 
American cases is receivable as an admission against the 
Eureka company. Mount v. Bogart, Anthon, 190 ; Maney 
V. Garter, 4 Conn. 635 ; Fuller v. Hampton, 5 Conn. 416 ; 
Sanborn v. Neilson, 4 N. H. 601 ; Delogey v. Bentoul, 1 
Martin, 175; Marvin v. Bichmcmd, 3 Den. 58; Cole v. Cole, 
34 Maine, 542. 

Now, taking all these allegations as true (which must be 
done in determining the sumciency of this adverse claim), 
and I do not see how it can be claimed that the Eureka 
company is not su£Biciently informed of the nature of the 
claim. I think it was so informed, and I advise that so - 
much of the Commissioner's decision as rejected the Jenny 
Lind mining company's adverse claim be reversed, and so 
much as rejected the other adverse claims be affirmed. 

Very respectfully » 

W. H. Smith, Assistant Attorney-general. 
Hon. C. Delano, Secretary of the Interior. 



Applioatioii Rejeeted beoause -within the Sutro Tunnel 

Grant, Nevada. 

Depabtmbnt of the Intbbiob, 
GsNSBAL LAin> Offios, Washington, D. C, March 29, 1873. 

Begisier and Receiver ^ Carson CUyy Nevada: 

Gentlemen: This office has examined the papers filed in 
case of the application- of Thomas Lyons, lor patent for 
the McKibben lode, situate in Virginia mining district, 
Storey County, Nevada. 

It appears that a large portion of the claim in question 
(Survey No. 67, T. 17, N. B. 21 E., Mt. Do. Mer.) is 
within 2,000 feet of the proposed line of the Sutro Tunnel, 
and hence affected by the provisions of the act approved 
July 25, 1866, entitled '^ An act granting to A. Sutro the 
right of way, and granting other privileges, to aid in the 
construction of a draining and exploring tunnel, to the Com- 
stock lode, in the State of Nevada." 

The second section of said act provides that 'Hhe said 
A. Sutro, his heirs and assigns, are hereby granted the 
right to purchase, at five dollars per acre, such mineral 
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veins and lodes, ^vithln 2,000 feet on each side of said tun- 
nel, as shall be cut, discovered, or developed, by running 
and constructiDg the same throngh its entire extent. * ^ 
Frovided, that the Comstock lode, with its dips, spurs, and 
angles, is excepted from this grant, and all other lodes, with 
their dips, spurs, and angles, located within the said 2,000 
feet, and which are or may be at the passage of this act in 
the actual bona fide possession of other persons, are hereby 
excepted from such grant; and the lodes herein excepted, 
other than the Comstock lode, shall be withheld from sale 
by the United States; and if such lodes shall be abandoned 
or not worked, possessed and held in conformity to existing 
mining rules, or such regulations as have been or may be 
prescribed by the Legislature of Nevada, they shall become 

heirs or assigns. 

That portion of Mr. Lyon's claim, which lies within said 
2,000 feet limits, cannot be patented, the same being on a 
lode other than the Comstock. 

It is observed that the published notice and the notices 
and diagrams posted in the Register's office and upon the 
claim, fail to properly describe the premises for which pat- 
ent is sought, the description therein being as follows, viz: 

*' Commencing at Post No. 1, * * * thence running 
N. seventy-three degrees E. 1235 feet to Post No. 2, and S. 
seventy-three degrees W. 165 feet to Post No. 3," etc. 

This description is not sufficient, as vou were informed on 
the twenty-fourth instant, in case of the application of the 
Gold Hill Tunnel Company, for patent for the Gould and 
Cond6 lode^ and no patent could issue upon the application 
of said Lyons, even though it had been outside the limits 
of withdrawal for the Sutro tunnel hereinbefore referred to. 

You will inform the applicant therefore, that no patent 
can issue for that portion of the premises described in his 
application for patent which lies within the limits of with- 
drawal for the Sutro tunnel, and ihat his application for 
patent for the portion which lies outside of such withdrawal, 
IS rejected for the reasons set forth in full in my letter of 
the twenty-fourth instant in case of the Gold Hill tunnel 
company's claim. 

You will allow sixty days from the date of your notifica- 
tion in which an appeal may be taken to the Head of the 
Department and acknowledge the receipt hereof. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



April 11, 1873.] THE GOMMTSSipiYEB. 181 

Papers Filed in the Local Land Office must not be taken 

therefirom. 

Department of the iNTEBioBy 
General Land Office, Washington, D.C., April 4, 1873, 

Register and Receiver, Salt Lake City, Utah : 

Gentlemen : Li reply to the Receiver's letter of the seventh 
nltimoy I have to state that applicants for patent have the 
right to examine any and all papers that are filed with the 
Register and Receiver, in the nature of protests or adverse 
claims to their applications for patents, but in no case should 
the local land officers permit papers which have been filed 
with them to be taken out of their office. 

Very respectfully, 

WiLLid Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Case of the Overman Silver IMlning Company vs. Dar- 
danelles Mining Company, Nevada. 

Department of the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D.C., April 11, 1873. 

Register and Receiver, Carson City, Nevada : 

Gentlemen: Referring to your letter of the twenty-sixth 
of March, 1873, in the matter of the application of the Dar- 
danelles mining company for patent for certain mineral 
lands in Nevada, against which the Overman Silver mining 
companj filed an adverse claim, I have to state that your 
action in entertaining ''a motion to dismiss the adverse 
claim, '^ was wholly unauthorized by the law, the instructions 
issued thereunder, and the practice of the office. 

The mining act of May 10, 1872, declares, "that where 
an adverse claim shall be filed during the period of publi- 
cation, it shall be upon the oath of the person, or persons, 
making the same, and shall show the nature, boundaries 
and extent of such adverse claim, and all proceedings, ex- 
cept the publication of notice, and making and filing of the 
affidavit thereof, shall be stayed until the controversy shall 
have been settled or decided in a court of competent juris- 
diction." 

The Register and Receiver have no authority to '^ dismiss 
an adverse claim," nor to receive additional proof either 
from the applicant for patent, or the adverse claimant, after 
the time prescribed by law for publication has expired, and 
before the "controversy shall have been settled or decided 
by a court of competent jurisdiction, or the adverse claim 
waived," unless such adverse claimant shall fail to com- 
mence proceedings in court within the time required by 
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law, to-wit: ''within thirty days after filing his claim." In 
which last event the application will be allowed to proceed 
as if no adverse claim nad been asserted. 

Should the Begister and Receiver decide that an adverse 
claim has been made out in proper form and stay proceed- 
ings upon the application for patent, the applicants for pat- 
ent may appeal 6om such deo'Ssion to the dommiBsioner of 
the General Land Office; and, on the contraiy, should the 
local land officers decide that no adverse claim made in the 
proper form had been filed, the adverse claimants have the 
right to appeal from said decision to this office. 

But in no event can additional proof of any kind be re- 
ceived upon such appeal. 

Should an appeal oe taken from your decision either that 
an adverse claim has been made out, or that it has not 
been made out, you will inform all parties in interest of 
such appeal, and forward all the papers in the case with 
such arguments as may have been filed by the respective 
parties, to this office for review and decision. 

The appeal of the Dardanelles company from your de- 
cision granting the Overman company twenty days to file 
counter affidavits in case of the motion of the Dardanelles 
company to dismiss adverse claim, has been dismissed as 
you were informed on this day. 

You will inform all parties in interest of the import of this 
decision, and be governed hereafter by the instructions 
herein contained. 

Be pleased to acknowledge the receipt hereof. 
Very respectfully, etc. 

Willis Dbummoih), Commissioner. 

Depabtment of the Intbbiob, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, June 3, 1873. 

N. L. Jeffbies, Esq., Waahingtony D, C: 

Sib: This office has considered your motion, as attorney 
for the Overman Silver Mining Company, to dismiss the ap- 
peal of the Dardanelles Mining Company from the decision 
of the Begister at Carson City, Nevada, in the matter of 
the application of the Dardanelles mining company for 
patent. 

The following is a statement of facts in the case: On the 
twenty-second October, 1872, the Dardanelles mining com- 
pany filed in the local laud office at Carson City, Nevada, 
an application for patent for 1,200 linear feet of the Bos- 
phorus lode, Nevada.* 

On the nineteenth December, 1872, the Overman silver 
mining company filed a protest against said application for 
patent. On the thirteenth January, 1873, the Jftegister no- 
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tified the superintendent of the Overman silver mining com- 
pany that ''an adverse claim" had been filed against said 
application for patent, and that said Overman silver mining 
company would be required to commence suit within thirty 
days from the date of said adverse filing. 

On the* seventeenth January, 1873, suit was instituted 
against said Dardanelles mining company by the said Over- 
man silver mining company. On the fifteenth March, the 
Dardanelles mining company filed with the Begister at Car- 
son Giiy, Nevada, ''an application to dismiss protest of 
Overman silver mining company," whereiipon the said Beg- 
ister set a day — the twenty-fifth March, lo73 — ^for the hear- 
ing of said application to dismiss said protest, and upon 
application of said Overman silver mining company, the 
local land officers continued " said hearing for twenty (20) 
days from said twenty-fifth day of March, 1873," for the 
purpose of enablinff said Overman mining company to ob- 
tain and present "affidavits and proofs ne^ssai^ t6 answer 
and controvert the affidavits filed with said Ynotion" by the 
Dardanelles company. 

On the elevenui April, 1873, this office rendered a de- 
cision upon said appeal, and informed the local land offi- 
cers that "the Begister and Beceiver have no authority to 
'dismiss an adverse claim,' " nor to receive additional proof 
either from the applicant for patent or the adverse claim- 
ant, after the time prescribed by kw for pubUcation has 
expired, and before tne " controversy shall have been set- 
tled or decided bj a court of competent jurisdiction, or the 
adverse claim waived," unless sucn adverse claimant should 
fail to commence proceedings in court within the time 
required by law, etc., and accordingly said appeal of the 
Dardanelles company was dismissed. 

The points decided in our said letter oi April 11, 1873, 
were that the local land officers had no authority to enter- 
tain a motion to dismiss aH adverse claim, or to allow addi- 
tional proof to be filed by either the applicant or adverse 
claimant, after an adverse filing has been made and before 
the matter in controversy has been settled or determined in 
the manner pointed out m the statutes. 

This office also informed the Be^ster and Beceiver that 
an appeal might be taken from their decision to the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office in all cases, whether 
they should decide that an adverse claim had been made 
out, or that an adverse claim had not been made out. 

On the twenty-third April, 1873, the Dardanelles mining 
company filed with the local land officers an appeal to this 
office from the decision of the Begister of January 13, 1873, 
hereinbefore referred to. 

On the second day of June 3, 1873, as attorney for the 
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Overman silver mining company, you filed in this office a 
motion to dismiss the appeal last hereinbefore referred to, 
assigning the following reasons why said appeal should be 
dismissed, viz: 

First. '^ Because said appeal was not taken within a rea- 
sonable time, the decision appealed from having 4)een ren- 
dered January 13, 1873, and the appeal being taken April 
23, 1873." 

Second. ''Because said appeal was not taken until long 
after the expiration of the time fixed by the usage of the 
General Land Office as the period witnin which appeals 
may be taken." 

In regard to the time within which an appeal may be 
taken from the decision of the local land officers to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, I would state 
that the law does not fix a time within which an appeal may 
be taken ; and it has been the custom, and it is the usage, 
of the office' to permit appeals from the decisions of the 
Begister and Eeceiver, when the same are properljr filed 
within reasonable time, unless the time is mentioned in the 
decision within which the appeal must be filed. 

In the case under consideration, no specified time was 
stated by the Begister and Beceiver within which an appeal 
might be presented. 

In our said decision of the eleventh April last, only twelve 
days before this appeal was taken, the Bolster and Be- 
ceiver were informed that ''should the Begister and Be- 
ceiver decide that an adverse claim has been made out in 
proper form, and stay proceedings upon the application for 
patent, the applicants lor patent may appeal from such de- 
cision to the Commissioner of the General Land Office," 
etc. 

From the foregoing, it is apparent that on the eleventh 
April, 1873, twelve days before the appeal was taken, the 
Comniissioner was of the opinion that an appeal might be 
presented and entertained. Otherwise, the said decision 
would have so stated, instead of using the words above 
quoted. 

It is, therefore, held that, in view of all the circumstances, 
said appeal was presented within reasonable time, and may 
now be properly entertained by this office. 

You assign as your third reason why said appeal should 
not be entertained : "Because the case has already been 
considered by the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
on appeal"; and fourth : "Because the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office has already recognized and passed 
upon the sufficiency of the protest of the adverse claimant 
in his consideration of this controversy on the former ap- 
peal." 
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The first appeal was taken upon the order of the Begister 
hereinbefore referred, continuing **said hearing for twenty 
(20) days, from said twenty-fifth day of March, 1873," to 
enable the Overman company to file additional proof, etc. 

This question was the only one before this office on ap- 
peal. The hierits of the case were not touched upon, so far 
as is shown by the decision of the Commissioner, and this 
office has not yet rendered a decision as to the adverse 
claim ; whether or no.t, within the meaning of the mining act, 
such claim has been made out by the said Overman silver 
mining company. 

You assign as the fifth reason : ^' Because the question at 
issue between these parties is now pending in the proper 
court, the said parties having joined issue." 

The fact that suit has been, commenced, or is pending 
between the respective parties, does not of itself prevent this 
office from considering the appeal taken, and deciding 
whether or not such an adverse claim has been filed as will 
authorize this office to suspend further proceedings upon 
the application for patent. The mining act of May 10, 1872, 
not only requires a party claiming adversely to commence 
suit, but it also requires him to ffle an "adverse claim" in 
the manner and within the time prescribed in said statute. 

The sixth reason assigned by you is as follows : ''Because 
none of the original papers in the case necessarv to its con- 
sideration have been filed in the General Land Office ;" and 
seventh: ''Because neither the original application nor 
protest has been filed in the General Land Office." 

The fact that the original papers in this case are not be- 
fore this office, cannot prejudice the case of the Dardanelles 
mining company, said company being in no way responsible 
for the absence of said papers. 

In our said decision of eleventh April last, the Begister 
and Beceiver were directed to "forward all the papers in 
the case" in case an appeal should be taken. The fact that 
the Bolster and Beceiver failed to comply with positive 
instructions to send up "all the papers m the case," and 
forward copies of the same, does not warrant this office 
in rejecting or dismissing said appeal. 

The Begister and Beceiver wul this day be directed to 
forward all the original papers in the case. Your motion to 
dismiss is therefore overruled, and the case will be taken 
up on its merits upon the receipt of the original papers in 
the case. When such papers have been received you will 
be informed. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

W. W. CuBTis, Acting Commissioner. 
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Department of the Iktebior, 

Washington, D. C, July 19, 1873. 

Sib : I haye examined ihe appeal of the Oyerman silver 
mining company from your oecision of the third ultimo, 
by which you refused to dismiss the appeal taken by the 
Dardanelles mining company from the decision of the local 
officers made on the thirteenth of January last. The facts 
are as. follows: 

On the twenty-second of October, 1872, the Dardanelles 
mining company filed in the local office at Carson City, Ne- 
vada, an application for patent for 1200 linear feet of the 
Bosphorus lode, Nevada. On the nineteenth of December, 

1872, ihe Overman silver mining company filed a protest 
against said application. On the thirteenth of January, 

1873, the Begister notified the superintendent of the Dar- 
danelles compair^ that an adverse claim had been filed 
against said appucation, and that said Overman company 
would be required to commence suit within thirty days 
from the date of said adverse filing. This was in substance, 
although lacking in technical precision and formality, a de- 
cision that the claim of the Overman company, was such an 
adverse claim as required the case to be referred to the 
courts. 

On the seventeenth of January, 1873, suit was instituted 
against said Dardanelles company by said Oyerman, and on 
the tweniy-eighth of February, 1873, the Dardanelles com- 
pany duly filed its answer in said case. On the fifteenth 
of March, 1873, the Dardanelles company filed with the 
Register an application to dismiss the adverse claim of the 
Overman company, and supported said claim with sundry 
affidavits. 

The Begister set said motion for hearing on the twenty- 
fifth of March, 1873, and on that day an application was 
made by tiie Overman company to continue the hearing of 
said motion for twen^ days, to enable the said company to 
prepare its proofs and affidavits to resist the motion to dis- 
miss. 

The local officers granted the motion to continue for 
twenty days, and from this order of the local officers the 
Dardanelles company appealed to the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, who, on the eleventh of April, 1873, 
on motion of the Overman company, dismissed the appeal. 
On the hearing had before the Commissioner, the only ob- 
jection made to the proceedings theretofore had before the 
local officers, was the one which related to the order of the 
local officers of March 25, 1873, continuing the motion to 
dismiss for twenty days. 

No i;eference whatever was made to the order of the thir- 
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teenth of Janaary, 1873, whioh, in snbEUtanc^ held that the 
adverse claim of the Oyerman company was such an adverse 
claim as required that it should oe referred to the courts. 

After the aforesaid appeal was dismissed, and on the 
twenty-third of April, 1873, the Dardanelles company ap- 
pealed from the decision of the local officers, made on tne 
thirteenth of January, 1873, in which they held that the 
claim of the Overman company was an adverse claim. On 
the second of June, 1873, the Overman company filed a mo- 
tion before the Commissioner to dismiss said appeal, and 
on the third of June the Commissioner overruled said 
motion, and set down the case for a hearing on its merits. 

From this decision of the third of June, an appeal has 
been made to the Department, and the question is now pre- 
sented for decision, whether the Dardanelles company, hav- 
ing once appealed from the decision made by the local offi- 
cers, on the twenty-fifth of March, 1873, and that appeal 
been dismissed, can go back of the decision appealed 
from, and appeal from another made prior to that (on the 
thirteenth of January, 1873), or wHetiner the appeal from 
the order of March 25, 1873, brought the whole case before 
the Commissioner, and gave him jurisdiction thereof, and 
required that all objections to the proceedings up to that 
date, should be presented to the Commissioner, or if not 
presented, regarded as waived. 

I am of the opinion, that the appeal brought before the 
Commissioner, uie entire proceedmgs that had taken place 
prior to the date of the order appealed from, and that all 
exceptions to any of said proceedings, should have been 
presented and insisted upon before the Commissioner on 
the hearing of such appeal, and in default thereof should 
be considered as having been waived. Any other practice 
is contrary to the analories derived from legal proceedings, 
and would be exceedingly inconvenient in practice. 

If a party may go back and appeal from a prior order, 
then he may go "back as many diflferent times as there are 
different orders made, and there practicaUy would be no 
end to appeals in a given case. 

I cannot sanction a rule that would result in such conse- 
quences. 

I shall reverse your decision, and that leaves the parties 
in court with their respective claims, where it is to be pre- 
sumed that eq[ual and exact justice will be done. 

Your decision is reversed, and the papers transmitted 
with your letter of the seventh instant are herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 

B. R. CowEN, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. W. Dbummond, Commissioner of General Land OflEice. 
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Official Letters to Registers and Receivers are United 

States Property. 

Depabtmemt of the Intebiob, 
General Land Office, Washington, D.C, April 14, 1878. 

Register and Eeceiver, Austin, Nevada: 

Gentlemen: In the Register's letter of the thirtieth ultimo, 
he states that, ''I do not know the status of this application 
as the ex-Register refuses to let me see his letter pook.'' 

All official letters sent to, as well as the official record of 
letters sent by the Register and Receiver, are the property 
of the United States, and as such should be retained in the 
office of such Register and Receiver. 

If, therefore, the former Register has taken from the 
office any letters, documents or records, which are of the 
character of official communications or records, you will 
immediately demand their return to your office. 

You are requested to give this matter your immediate at- 
tention, and report to this office what action vou take. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



Case of the Santa Rita del Cobre Copper Mine, Nevr 

Mexico. 

Department of the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D.C., April 15, 1873. 

Register and Eeceiver, Santa Fe, New Mexico : 

Gentlemen: On the eighteenth day of AprD, 1867, James 
H. Carleton, Robt. B. Mitchell, John Pratt, 0. P. Clever, 
Thomas J. Buel, H. M. Enos and N. Y. Ajicheta, filed in 
your office an application for patent for two thousand linear 
feet of the Santa Rita del Cobre mine, New Mexico. 

On the twenty-first day of April, 1870, my predecessor 
decided this case against the applicants for patent, and no 
appeal having been taken from said decision, it has become 
final. 

It is not necessary now to determine whether that de- 
cision is sufficient to preclude me from opening and recon- 
sidering the case, as nowever much I may differ &om him 
in his reasoning on some points, I fully agree with him in 
his conclusions. 

In his decision he states that, ''the Santa Rita Del Cobre 
is therefore of the kind of property which in the seventh 
section of the Territorial minmg act of January 18, 1865, 
is classed as ' mines and mineral ground heretofore occu- 
pied in this Territory,' and is subject to relocation only 
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after mining has ceased to be prosecuted regularly for a 
period of ten years or more; and not even in that case, if 
the fee simple title to the land has eyer been granted by 
competent authority to those claiming the same; or if the 
claimant has remained in actual and unquestionable posses- 
sion and occupation. 

''Hence when a patent is applied for a re-located mine in 
New Mexico, the applicants must show by prima facie evi- 
dence that it is suDject to such relocation; or, in other 
words, that it is one upon which mining has not been pros- 
ecuted regularly for ten years or more; that no record evi- 
dence of a title by competent authority is found in the lo- 
cality where such recora should be kept, and that no bona 
Jide claimant has been in actual and unauestionable posses- 
sion within ten years preceding the application. 

''The Santa Kita has not been abandoned voluntarily or 
involuntarily for a period of ten years or more, and if not 
so abandoned, it is not subject to relocation, and conse- 
quently the applicants cannot occupy and improve it ac- 
cording to the customs and mining regulations of New 
Mexico, ^nd if they cannot place themselves in that posi- 
tion, the General Land Office is not authorized to issue a 
patent to them under the act of July 26, 1866. 

"Sweet and La Goste occupied under a lease from the 
widow of de Alqua, which only expired in 1865." 

This statement of my predecessor is fully sustained not 
only by historical and other records of the T'erritory of New 
Meiii. bnt by the papers in the case, and the admissions 
of the applicants for patent. 

The Surveyor who made the survey for the applicants on 
the twenty-sixth of June, 1869, in his report, which was 
approved ij the Sorveyor-general, alter gi^g a history of 
this mine from the date of its discovery, near the close of 
the last century, and showing by whom, at various periods, 
it had been worked, says with reference to the last occu- 
pancy, that Sweet and La Goste worked this mine until 1862, 
and that their lease of the same expired in 1865. 

It is elsewhere shown that Sweet and La Goste aban- 
doned this mine in 1862, because of Indian depredations. 

In describing the mine, the surveyor further says that the 
upper level is about sixty feet from the surface, and en- 
trance can be had to a number of galleries that were worked 
out from 1860 to 1862. 

Mr. Pratt, secretary of the Santa Bita mining association, 
in a communication to this office, dated February 12, 1870, 
says that the mine had been unoccupied and unworked since 
1862, thus admitting by clear implication that it had been 
occupied and worked to that time. 

Mr. Elkins, attorney for the company, in his argument 
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in this case, dated Maroh 1, 1873, discusses the case as one 
coming under the seventh section of the mining act of the 
Territory of New Mexico, and not as one of ori^al dis- 
covery and location, taking the position that it is not in- 
cumbent upon the applicants to show that the mine has 
been abandoned, but that the prior occupants, if thev are 
entitled to any notice or consideration at all, shomd be 
compelled to snow '* that they have not failed to prosecute 
mining for a period of ten years on the mine, and prove it." 

Oonsidering the fact that the Territorial statute does not 
declare a forfeiture unless the mine shall have been aban- 
doned for a period of ten years or more, this position does 
not appear to me to be correct , but by it Mr. Elkins ad- 
mits, by implication at least, that the applicants for patent 
are not entitled to a patent by right of original discovery, 
but that if they can claim anything, it is by virtue of reloca- 
tion, under the seventh section of the mining act of New 
Mexico, relating to the relocation of mining claims which 
have been abandoned for ten years. 

As ten vears had not elapsed in 1866, a relocation by the 
parties, if made in due form, would have been clearly ille- 
gal, and all subsequent proceedings based thereon void. 

I cannot see how my predecessor could have arrived at 
any other conclusion than that expressed in his said de- 
cision of April 21, 1870. 

The location being illegal and void, the subsequent pro- 
ceedings, if in due form, would be invalid ; and it is not 
necessary to enter into a detailed statement of the defects 
therein. 

It is sufficient to say that such proceedings are not only 
informal and irregular, but lacking in almost everything 
necessary to give this office jurisdiction, or to enable it to 
pass the case to patent. 

As the case is one that cannot be cured by supplying de- 
ficiencies in the record, and in which the applicants for 
Eatent, if they have any rights, can only protect the same 
y the commencement of new proceedings, after a full and 
complete abandonment of the mine by prior occupants not 
holcung the fee simple title, the entry will be held for can- 
cellation, subject to the right of appeal within sixty days 
from service of notice. 

You will inform all parties in interest of this decision, 
allowing sixty days within which an appeal may be taken 
to the Hon. Secretary of the Interior. 

Should no appeal be taken within the time prescribed, 
the entry will be cancelled. 

You will acknowledge the receipt hereof. 
Very respectfully, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 
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Department of the Iktebiob, 

Washington, D. C, Noyember 6, 1873. 

Sir: I have examined the appeal of the Santa Bita Del 
Cobre mining association from jour adverse decision of the 
fifteenth of April last. 

I affirm your decision, and herewith return the papers 
transmitted with your letter of July 11, ultimo. 

Very respectfully, 

W. H. Smith, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. W. Drummond, Commissioner General Land Office. 



Miners Claiming Adversely to Agrionlturists must be 

oonfined to Original Locations. 

DEPABTMEirr OF THE InTEBIOB, 

General Land Offiob, Washington, D. C, April 15, 1873. 
Begister and Beceiver, SacramentOj Ccdi/omia: 

Gentlemen : The papers transmitted with the Begister's 
letter of October lo, 1872, in the case of John C. Ham, 
pre-emption claimant, v. Louis Ludekins, B. K. McCoy 
and others, mineral applicants and affiants, have been ex- 
amined. 

It appears that the official plat of Township 6, N. B. 12 
E., Mt. Do. Mer., was filed in your office June 29, 1870, and 
the land in question is returned thereon as agricultural in 
character 

July 29, 1870, John C. Ham filed D. S. No. 1393, on the 
N. i of S. E. i and S. W. i of S. E. i section 3, and N. 
W. i of N. E. i section 10 of said township, alleging set- 
tlement thereon, October 6, 1854 . November 17, 1871, he 
abandoned the N. W. i of N. W. i of N. E. i of said sec- 
tion 10, as this tract was included in the application, dated 
Juljr 12, 1871, of B. K. McCoy et al., for patent for a placer 
mining claim. 

July 26, 1870, B. K. McCoy and others filed mineral affi- 
davit No. 287 on several tracts of land, including the ones 
under consideration, alleging the mineral character thereof. 

November 14, 1871, Louis Ludekins filed an application 
for patent for a placer mine, embracing the S. i of N. E. i 
of S. E. J, E. J of N. W. i of N. E. i of S. E. i, W. i of 
N. E. i of N. E. i of S. E. i, E. i of S. W. i of S. E. i of 
N. E. i, and W. i of S. E. i of S. E. J. of N. E. i section 
3 of said township. 

November 17, 1871, was the day set for a hearing in the 
case, when all parties were present in person and by counsel. 

The testimony offered at this hearing is, in some respects, 
conflicting and unsatisfactory. However, it appears that 
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the mineral applicant has made a blind drain or tunnel, 
sunk shafts and run drifts at considerable expense, and ob- 
tained good prospects on his claim. In his testimony (ps^e 
32) he states that ''by taking a legal subdivision, he in- 
cluded in his application land that was not embraced in his 
original location, and that he never claimed as mineral 
before." 

The act of Congress, approved May 10, 1872, provides in 
the tenth section thereof that ''where placer claims cannot 
be conformed to legal subdivisions, survev and plat shall be 
made as on unsurveyed land." Mr. Ludexins will therefore 
be allowed to proceed with his application, embracing 
therein only so much land as is included in the original 
locations, made in accordance with the local rules and cus- 
toms .of miners, in the mining district wherein the claim is 
situated. 

The remaining portion of the land embraced in the pre- 
emption claim of John C. Ham, is held to be agricultural 
in character, and will be dealt with accordinglv. 

Ton will notify all parties in interest of this decision, 
allowing sixty days from the date of your notification, in 
which an appeal may be taken to the Honorable Secretary 
of the Interior. 

Please acknowledge the receipt hereof as "N" by its date. 
Very respectfully, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 

Depabtment of the Interiob, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. 0,, Nov. 19, 1873. 

Sm: I have considered the case of John C. Ham, pre- 
emption claimant, v, Louis Ludekins, B. K. McCoy, d cd., 
mineral applicants and affiants, involving the right to, and 
character of, certain described tracts of land in sections 3 
and 10, T. 6, N. B. 12 E., Sacramento land district, CaU- 
fomia. 

I affirm your decision, and herewith return the papers 
transmitted with your letter of seventh August la^t. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

C. Delano, Secietwy. 
Hon. Willis Drummond, Com'r General Land Office. 
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Tunnel Looations Cannot be Patented. 

DsPABTlffENT OF THE InTEBIOB, 

Gekebal Land Office, W&shington, D. C, April 16, 1873. 

General George P. Idbib, P. 0. Box, 2050, San Francisco, 

California: 

Sir: In reply to your letter of the first ultimo, I have to 
state that there is no provision of law for patenting tunnel 
locations. 

Such lodes, however, as are discovered in running a tun- 
nel, may be patented, upon full compliance with the law. * * 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



Surveyor-general's Certifieate on Plats of Mill-Sites. 

Depabtmekt of the Intebiob, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, April 16, 1873. 

James K. Pboubfit, Esq., Surveyor-general, New Mexico: 

Sir: In your letter of the second instant, you inquire 
whether the certificate of the Surveyor-generaJ, attached to 
the jplat of a mill-site claim, should state that five hundred 
dollars worth of labor has been expended on improvements 
made upon said mill-site. 

The certificates attached to plats of either lode claims, 
placer claims, or mill-sites, should conlain the clause in 
regard to the value of improvements upon such claim. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner* 



Proceedings -when Error is Discovered in Survey.. 

Department of the Intebiob, 
General Land Office, Washington, April 17, 1873. 

JosiAH Dartt, Esq., Boulder, Colorado : 

Sir: Beferring to vour letter of the twenty-third ultimo, 
I have to state that tne mining act of May 10, 1872, section 
six, requires an applicant for patent to file with his applica- 
tion *' a plat and neld notes of the claim * * * * made 
made by or under the direction of the United States Sur- 
veyor-general, showing accurately the boundary of the claim" 
for which patent is desired. 

Upon a full compliance with the law and instructions, 
patent will issue for the premises described in said plat and 
neld notes, if no adverse claim has been interposed. 

13 
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Where any material error occurs in the survey of a min- 
ing claim, so as to mislead parties who may have a right to 
file adyersely, or not to apprise them of me exact bound- 
aries, extent, nature and location of the claim, the applicant 
should commence de novo, by filing with the local land offi- 
cers a plat and field notes, '* showing accurately the bound- 
aries ot the claim," and publish a notice accurately describ- 
ing the claim, for the patent when issued must conform to 
and agree with the description as given in the plat and field 
notes. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Borax Deposits Patented as Placers. 

Departmbitf of thb Intebiob, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, April 18, 1873. 

Begister and Receiver, Los Angdes, Cal. : 

Gentlemen : Bef erring to your letter of the fourth instant, 
I have to state that lands containing valuable deposits of 
borax cannot be entered under the agricultural laws of Con- 
gress. 

Such lands may be entered, however, under the act of 
July 9, 1870, and the act of May 10, 1872, upon full com- 
pliance with the law and instructions ; both of these laws 
providing for the patenting of lands claimed and located for 
* ' valuable deposits. ^ 

The proceedings required will be the same as are required 
in case of applications for patents for placer mines. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

' Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Adverse Claims must be Filed -with the Register and 
Receiver of the proper Land OfiOoe. 

Department of the Intebiob, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, April 18, 1873. 

John H. MoMurblt, Esq., Lancaster, Fenn.: 

Sm: Eef erring to your communication of the twenfr- 
sixth ultimo, inclosing your affidavit in regard to the appli- 
cations for patents for the Unicom and Sellwether looea, 
Colorado, and requesting time to file adverse claims against 
said applications, I have to state that tiie mining act of 
May 10, 1872, requires that all adverse claims to applica- 
tions for patents for mining claims shall be filed with the 
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Begister and Beceiver of the proper land office, within the 
sixty days publication of notice required by law. 
I therefore return the adverse claim referred to. 
Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbumhoni), Commissioner. 



Adverse Claim Rejeoted because not made out in Proper 

Form. 

DSPABTICEKT OF THE INTERIOR, 

General Land Office, Washington, D. C, May 1, 1873. 
Eegisier and Beceiver, SaU Lake CUjfy Utah : 

Gentlemen: The papers transmitted with yonr letter of 
the eighteenth of February last, in case of the application of 
Moses Hirschman and William Ottenheimfer for patent for 
fifteen hundred linear feet of the War Eagle mine, Ameri- 
can Fork mining district, Utah, have been examined. 

On the fourteenth of November, 1872, Moses Hirschman 
and William Ottenheimer filed in your office an application 
^or patent for 1500 linear feet of the War Eagle mine, the 
locus and boundaries thereof beins fully set forth in the no- 
tices and diagrams posted upon the claim and in the office 
of the Begister. 

Notice of intention to appl^ for a patent was published 
for the full period of time required by Jaw, in the Utah Min- 
ing Journal. 

The abstract of title on file with the case shows that the 
applicants for patent have the record title to 1500 linear feet 
of said mine, by purchase from the original locators and 
their grantees. 

It api>ears that a greater width of surface ground is em- 
braced in said application for patent than the local law al- 
lows. If this be true, the width of the claim must be 
diminished to conform to the local law before entry. 

The applicants also filed proof of citizenship and proof 
of compliance with the law and instructions of this office. 
On the eleventh of January, 1873, A. H. Huyett filed in 
your office an adverse claim to said application. This ad- 
verse claim is informal, and insufficient to suspend proceed- 
ings upon said application for patent, for the following 
reasons: 

Said adverse claim is not made out in the form prescribed 
by the act of May 10, 1872, and the instructions of this 
office thereunder. 

The seventh section of the mining act of May 10, 1872, 
declares, ^^that where an adverse claim shall be filed dur- 
ing the period of publication, it shall be upon the oath of 
the person or persons making the same, and shall show the 
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nature, boundaries and extent of such adverse claim/' etc. 

The instructions of this office contained in circular of 
June 10, 1872, parc^raph forty-nine, require that, "in order 
that the 'boundaries' and 'extent' of the claim may be 
shown, it will be incumbent upon the adverse claimant to 
file a plat showing his claim and the relative situation, or 
position, with the one against which he claims, so that the 
extent of the conflict may be the better understood. This 
plat must be made from an actual survey by a United States 
deputy surveyor, who will officially certify thereon to its 
correctness, and in addition there must be attached to such 
plat of sumrey, a certificate, or sworn statement, by the 
surveyor as to the approximate value of the labor perform- 
ed or improvements made upon the claim of the adverse 
party," etc. 

The record does not show that any survey was made of 
the premises claimed adversely. 

A diagram or plat was filed which it appears was not 
"made from an actual survey by a United States deputy" 
or other surveyor. There is no certificate or sworn state- 
ment attached to said plat or diagram signed by a deputy, 
or other surveyor as to the correctness thereof. 

There is no "certificate or sworn statement by the sur- 
veyor as to the approximate value of the labor performed, 
or improvements made upon the claim of the adverse pariy," 
either attached to said plat, or on file with the case. 

In short, there is nothing in the record to show that the 
adverse claimant has complied with the law and instruc- 
tions, requiring him to have an actual survey of the prem- 
ises made. 

To entitle parties to have their adverse claims considered, 
they must comply fully with the law and instructions, as set 
forth in circular of June 10, 1872. 

Mr. Huyett filed copies of deeds from John T. Lynch, el 
aL, which show that the grantees conveyed by quitclaim 
deeds to Mr. Huyett, whatever right, title, or interest they 
may have had in the Crusade mine, but no abstract of title 
is on file showing when the Crusade mine was located, the 
number of locators, the extent of such location, or that said 
Lynch et al. had any interest in the mine whatever. 

The adverse claimant having failed to comply with the 
law and regulations, requiring him to show, under oath, the 
nature, extent, and boundaries of his adverse claim, and, 
therefore, having failed to make out a case showing a formed 
conflict with the claim of Hirschman and Ottenheimer, the 
law does not authorize a suspension of proceedings. 

Where parties applying for patents for mining claims 
strictly comply with the law and instructions, this office is 
not authorized to suspend proceedings upon their said ap- 
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plications, at the instance of parties who comply with 
neither the law nor instructions. 

The application of Messrs. Hirschman and Ottenheimer 
will therefore be taken up in its regular order, and disposed 
of as though no attempt nad been made to file an adverse 
claim. 

Ton will allow Hirschman and Ottenheimer to proceed 
with their application, and make entry of the premises as 
applied for. 

You will acknowledge the receipt hereof, and inform all 
parties in interest. 

Very respectfully, etc. 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 

[NoTB. — Ma^ 13, 1873, a telegram was sent to the Surveyor-general of 
Utah, at Salt Lake City, to "make new plat and field notes of War Eagle 
mine, in conformity with decision sent Register and Receiyer the first 
instant."] 



Adverse Claim Rejected for Non - Coxuplianoe "with 

liooal Laws. 

DEPABTMEm' OF THE INTERIOR, 

General Land Office, Washington, D. C, May 6, 1873. 
Register and Receiver, 8aU Lake CUy, Utah : 

Sir: On the fifteenth , 1871, Archibald Livingston, 

John M. Moore, and Levi B. Clements filed in your office 
an application for patent for fourteen hundred linear feet of 
the Wandering Boy lode, situate in Big Cottonwood min- 
ing district. Salt Lake County, Utah. 

Copies of the notice and diagram were posted upon the 
claim, and in the office of the Eegister for the period of 
ninety days, and a copy of the notice of intention to apply 
for a patent was published in the Salt Lake Beview, on the 
fifteenth August, 1871, and thereafter for the period of 
time required by law. 

The applicants for patent filed several affidavits, to the 
effect that said applicants are citizens of the United States, 
that more than two thousand dollars have been expended 
upon said claim ; that the claimants are in the peaceable 
possession of said mine, and have occupied and possessed 
the same in accordance with the mining customs for a pe- 
riod of fifteen months. They also filed a certified copy of 
the notice of location from the office of the District Recorder, 
which shows that L. B. Clements and six others located 
fourteen hundred linear feet of the Wandering Boy mine, 
on the sixth August, 1870, and that the record title to the 
whole fourteen hundred feet thus located is now in the ap- 
plicants for patent. 
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On the twenty-seventh October, 1871, Thomas Butter- 
wood, as agent and superintendent of the Consolidated 
Prince of Wales lode and the Antelope mining company, 
filed an adverse claim to said application, alleging the 
premises described in said application for patent embraces 
a portion of the Prince of Wales and Antelope lode. 

On the seventh dav of December, 1872, patent was issued 
for the Prince of Wales and Antelope lode, no adverse claim 
having been asserted to the appUcation therefor. 

In view of these facts, when patent issues for the claim 
of L. B. Clements et al. upon the Wandering Boy lode, a 
clause will be inserted therein excepting and excluding 
from the conveyance all that portion of the ]^remises de- 
scribed in same application for patent, which is embraced 
bv the patent issued to Thomas Butterwood et al. with their 
Claim on the Prince of Wales and Antelope lode. 

On the ninth November, 1871, Thomas H. Bates filed an 
adverse claim to the said application. In his sworn state- 
ment, he alleges that he is tne owner, by purchase, of fif- 
teen hundred feet of the Porcupine mine, which was located 
June 15, 1870; '^ that sufficient work and all acts and things 
were done according to the acts of Congress, the mining 
laws of the district, and customs of miners, to hold and pos- 
sess the same ;" that after the location of the said Porcupine 
mine, the applicants for patent and their grantors located 
said mining ground as the Wandering Boy; that the Porcu- 
pine location embraces all the ground claimed as the Wan- 
dering Boy. 

' The adverse claimant also filed a certificate from the 
County Eecorder of Salt Lake County, Utah, to the effect 
that there is on record in his office a quitclaim deed from 
Levi North and fourteen others, to Thomas H. Bates, dated 
August 27, 1870, conveying "the undivided one half of a 
lode, lead or mine, known and described as the Porcu- 
pine " lode for the consideration of one dollar. 

In the sworn statemenj; of H. C. Hullinger, he alleges 
that he is the Becorder of Big Cottonwood mining district, 
and has been ever since said district was organized; that 
the Wandering Boy mine was located August 6, 1870, and 
record thereoi made on the same day; that the Porcupine 
mine was located June* 16, 1870, and record thereof made 
on the eleventh of August, 1870; that at least fifteen hun- 
dred dollars have been expended upon the Wandering Boy; 
that not to exceed twelve dollars have* been expended upon 
the Porcupine mine. 

In the sworn statement of John Dobbie, William McGhie, 
Alexander Watson and J. DaJgish, they allege that the 
value of the labor and improvements upon the Porcupine 
mine does not exceed twelve dollars. 
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The district mining laws in force at the date of the loca- 
tion, article nine, require that, *Hwenty-five dollars worth 
of work shall be done on a claim within ten days after the 
recording of the same," etc, and article ten, that '^a claim- 
ant or company shall have irwenty days to record a claim in, 
after discovery and posting up notice on the same." 

Having carefully considered all the papers in the case, 
this office is of the opinion that T. H. Hates, the adverse 
claimant^ has failed to make out a prima facia adverse 
showing, and for the following reasons, viz: 

He has failed to file a copy of the original notice of loca- 
tion of the Porcupine mine nrom the office of the proper Be- 
corder to show the number of feet embraced bv said loca- 
tion; the number of locators, or the number of feet he ac- 
quired for the sum of one dollar from Levi North d a2., 
his grantors. 

It is shown, however, by the certificate of the district re- 
corder that the Porcupine location was not recorded in the 
manner prescribed by the district laws. 

He has not produced evidence of compliance with the 
local law, in regard to expenditures on said Porcupine 
mine. Evidence is submitted, however, to show that not to 
exceed fifteen dollars have ever been expended upon the 
Porcupine location. 

The adverse claimant has failed to show the nature or ex- 
tent of the conflict alleged, and does not assert that the two 
locations are on one and the same lode. 

Evidence is submitted to show that the Porcupine loca- 
tion "is some fifty feet from the Wandering Boy. 

It would have been much more satisfactory to this office, 
had the adverse claimant set forth the facts in detedl upon 
which he bases his adverae claim, and how the premises 
described in the application for patent conflict, and the ex- 
tent of such conflict; as his present mode of testifying, if 
accepted, would enable him not onlv to determine the facts, 
but also the legal deductions therefrom, thus virtually sub- 
stituting his judgment for that of this office. 

The ueneral Land Office cannot consider as evidence, a 
statement embodying in general terms the conclusions of 
law without stating tne facts specifically. 

You will inform all parties in interest of this decision, al- 
lowing sixty days witlun which an appeal may be taken to 
the Honorable Secretary of the Interior. 

Be pleased to acknowledge the receipt hereof. 
Very respectfully, etc., 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 
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Absence of Iiooal District Imwb. 

DEPARTMEin' OF THE InTEBIOB, 

General Land Office, Washington, D. C, May 16, 1873. 

Messrs. Hoyt, Seabs & MoEjbe, San Francisco, Calif omva: 

Gentlemen: * * * In the absence of local district 
laws, applicants are required to show compUance with the 
mining acts of Opngress in force at the date of their loca- 
tions. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

W. W. Curtis, Acting Commissioner. 



Construction given to the Tenth Section of Act of May 

10, 1872. 

Department of the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, May 19, 1873. 

John E. Blaine, Esq., Surveyor-general^ Montana: 

Sib: Inquiry haying been made as to the construction 
giyen by this office to the tenth section of the mining act 
of May 10, 1872, the following is transmitted for your 
guidance. 

Said section declares that ''where said placer claims shall 
be upon surveyed lands, and conform to legal subdivisions, 
no further survey or plat shall be requirea, and all glacer 
mining claims hereafter located, shall conform as near as 
practicable with the United States system of public land 
surveys, and the rectangular subdivisions of such surveys. 

* * * But where placer claims cannot be conformed 
to legal subdivisions, survey and plat shall be made as on 
unsurveyed lands," etc. ' 

From the foregoing, it will be seen that placer mining 
claims located after May 10, 1872, must conform as nearly 
as practicable with the public surveys. In other words, 
the location of a placer mine upon surveyed land, made 
after May 10, 1872, should embrace legal subdivisions of the 
public lands, where the same can be done without interfer- 
ing with the rights of other bona fde mineral, agricultural, 
or other claimants in the same tract. 

Where placer mines are situate upon unsurveyed land, or 
where, by reason of some other bona fide claimant, a legal 
subdivision of surveyed land cannot be embraced in an ap- 
plication for patent, a survey must be made of the premises 
for which a patent is sought, in accordance witli circular 
instructions of June 10, 1872. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

W. W. Curtis, Acting Commissioner. 
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Width of a Lode Claim. — What a Patent Conveys. 

Department of the IirrERioii, 
General Lakp OinoE, Washington, D. C, May 20, 1873. 

B. O. Old, Esq., Georgdown, Colorado Territory: 

Sib : Bef erring to your letter of the tenth instant, I have 
to state that the second section of the mining act of May 
10, 1872, declares that ^'no claim shall extend more than 
300 feet on each side of the middle of the vein, at the sur- 
face, nor shall any claim be limited by &nj mining regula- 
tion to less than twenty-five feet on each side of the middle 
of the vein, at the surface," etc. 

The uniform construction which ha? been given this por- 
tion of said section by this office, is that no claim located 
after May 10, 1872, can exceed 600 feet in width, under any 
circumstances. Whether a location made after May 10, 
1872, can equal 600 feet in width, depends entirely upon the 
local regulations, or State or Territorial laws in force in the 
several mining districts. 

By the statutes of Colorado, approved February 9, 1866, 
a mining claim is limited to 'twenty-five feet in either 
direction from the center of the * * lode or vein." 

The act of May 10, 1872, simply declares that a mining 
claim located after the passage of said act, shall not exceed 
300 feet in width on each side of the center of the vein, and 
that surface right shall not be limited to less than fifiy feet 
in width, unless adverse claims existing on the tenth May, 
1872, render such lateral limitation necessary. 

The miners of the district, or the State or Territorial 
legislatures, are authorized by the act to regulate and con- 
trol the width of a location; providing ^ however, that the 
width shall not exceed 600 feet, nor be limited to less than 
fif ty f eet. 

Where an application is made for a patent for a mine 
located prior to May 10, 1872, the patent, when issued, con- 
veys to the grantee the right to follow the particular lode 
naked in the patent to thi number of feet expressed in said 
conveyance, although the lode should, in its course, leave 
the surface ground described in the patent, and enter the 
land adjoining. 

The patent not only grants him the right to follow the 
particular lode named to the number of feet expressed in 
the patent, along the course thereof, but also grants him 
the right to follow said lode to any depth. 

The patent also conveys to the grantee the right to follow 
all other veins, lodes, or ledges, me tops or apexes of which 
lie within the exterior boundary lines of his survey, if the 
same were not adversely claimed on the tenth May, 1872, 
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only to such an extent, however, along the coarse thereof, 
as may be embraced by such exterior boundaries, but to 
anydepth. 

Where application for patent for a mill-site is made, sat- 
isfactory proof must be furnished that the land claimed is 
not mineral in character. 

Very res pe ctfully, etc., 

W. W. CuBTis, Acting Commissioner. 



An Adverse Claim Rejected because filed against Three 
Applications. An Adverse Claim Rejected because 
no Interest Shown. 

Depabthent of thb Intbbiob, 

Gemxral liAKn Office, Washington, D, 0., June 9, 1873. 

Register and Receiver^ SaU Lake CUy^ Utah : 

Qentlemen: This office has examined the papers in case 
of the application of Norris W. Mundy and cToseph B. 
Walker, for patent for the Mountain Tiger lode ; the appU- 
cation of J. JK. Walker, for patent for the Zella lode ; the 
application for patent for the Rockwell lode, made by J. B. 
Walker. 

Two of said applications for patents were filed in your 
office on the fiftn March, 1873, to wit, for the Mountain 
Tiger lode, and the Rockwell lode. 

The application for patent for tiie Zella lode was filed in 
your office on the eleventh March, 1873. The applicants 
for patent have shown a strict compliance with the taw and 
instructions in each case. 

On the third May, 1873, a protest was filed in your office 
against said appUcations for patents, which protest is sworn 
to by Thomas Davis, as attorney for William W, Daly, 
Charles Gippert, H. S. Haines and Edward Bell ; attached 
to said protest is a diagram made by Thomas Davis, who, 
it apneL. is not on^ attorney fo/said protestante. but 
also Deputy Mineral Surveyor. This protest is informal, 
and ins^cient to Varran{ this office in suspending ^r^ 
oeedings upon said applications, and for the K)llowing rea- 
sons : 

It is contrary to the spirit and letter of the law and the 
practice of this office to permit one person, or association 
of persons, to file one protest agednst several applications 
for patents for separate and distinct lodes. In the cases 
under consideration, there were three separate and distinct 
applications for patents for three separate and distinct 
lodes. Each application is an entirety, and rests upon its 
own merits. 

As each application for patent under the mining act is 
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for a separate and distinct portion of mineral land, parties 
who desire their adverse claims considered must file a 
separate and distinct adverse claim against each applica- 
tion separately. ^ 

Adverse claimants who desire to have their adverse claims 
considered, mnst strictlv comply with the law and instruc- 
tions, and file with the local land officers, within the time 
prescribed by law and in proper form, a separate and dis- 
tinct adverse claim against each application which it is al- 
leged conflicts with the premises owned by such adverse 
claimants. 

Where applicants for patents strictly comply with the 
law and instructions, the adverse claimfmts wiU also be 
required to strictly conform to the instructions of this office 
ana the laws of Congress. 

In the cases under consideration, it is not clear how the 
protestants could in any way be injured, or their rights pre- 

S [diced, by the issuance of patents as applied for ; <as the 
ew Era location is of much later date than that of either 
the Zella, Bockwell, or Mountain Tiger mines, tiie mining 
act of May 10, 1872, sec. 14, providing what the respective 
rights of thepsirties shall be where ''two or more veins 
intersect or cross each other.^' 

The protest of Wm. W. Daly d al, is not, in the opinion 
of this office, such an adverse claim as is contemplated by 
the mining act, and cannot operate as a bar to issuance of a 
patent, as applied for. 

On the eighth April, 1873, George 0. Bates, as attorney 
for W. 0. Anderson, filed a protest against the application 
for patent for the Zella mine. It appears from the papers 
in the case, that, on the first November, 1870, James Keller, 
Oeorge Carleton, J. E. Dickerson, E. J. Elzy, D. E. Cam- 
eron and W. C. Anderson, located twelve hundred linear 
feet of tlie Zella lode ; and that on the twenty-sixth Novem- 
ber, 1870, W. C . Anderson sold his interest in said mine 
to Geo. W. Eaton and Joseph Lei^hton, and that the appli- 
cant for patent has the record title to the whole twelve 
hundred teet, by purchase. 

It appears that W. C. Anderson was not of age at the 
date of said location, and that he is now but twenty yeara 
of age. In his said protest, he claims that his conveyance 
of said premises was null and void, he being a minor at the 
date thereof. 

It appears that W. C. Anderson made this location in his 
own name. If he, being a minor, was doing business for 
himself and in his own name, as appears fiom the testi- 
mony, he had the right to dispose of whatever he acquired 
by virtue of said location. 

If it was necessary for his guardian to execute the deed 
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of conveyance to Eaton and Leighton, hereinbefore referred 
to, it was also necessair that his guardian should assert 
the adverse claim to said application for patent. 

It appears that W. 0. Aiiderson, on the second Decem- 
ber, lo72, by his guardian, executed a deed for said two 
hundred feet in the Zella mine to the applicant for patent. 
From the foregoing, it is evident that wnatever right, title, 
or interest W. 0. Anderson may have had to the Zella 
lode by virtue of location, is now in the applicant for 
patent, and the protest asserted by him is not, in the opin- 
ion of this office, such an adverse claim as would warrant 
this office in suspending proceedings upon the application 
forpatent. 

Tou will inform all parties in interest of this decision, 
etc. 

Very respectfully, etc., 

W. W. OuBTis, Acting Commissioner. 



Applloatlon Rejected on aooount of Insufficient Notice. 

Depabtment of the Intehiob, 
General Lakd Office, Washington, D. C, June 18, 1873. 

Begiaier and Receiver y Salt Lake CUy^ Utah: 

Gentlemen: This office has carefully examined the papers 
in case of the application of I. G. Bateman, for patent for 
the Bed Warrior lode, West Mountain mining cUstrict, 
Utah. 

The application for patent for said mine bears date Octo- 
ber 4, 1871, and the indorsement made by the Begister 
thereon, shows that the notice of intention to api)ly for a 
patent and a diagram of the claim, were posted in nis office, 
from the fourth October, 1871, to the eighth January, 1872. 

By the affidavit of John B. Murphy and Benjamin F. 
Oliver, it appears that a copy of said notice and diagram 
was posted upon the claim, from the fifth October, 1871, to 
the fifth January, 1872. 

By the affidavit of Frank Kenyan, it appears that the 
notice was published in the Salt Lake Beview, for a period 
of ninety days, commencing September 9, 1871. 

In the application for patent, in the notices and diagrams 
posted upon the claim, and in the office of the Begister, 
and in the published notice, the claim is described as fol- 
lows: 

* * The discovery monument of said claim is located about 
two miles south-east from the town of Bingham, at the head 
of Bingham canon, at or near the furnace-site to the under- 
signed belonging. * * * From the discovery monu- 
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ment said claim runs N. 36° 3(r E. 600 feet and S. 36° 30' 
W. 600 feet," etc. 

On the twenty-ninth April, 1872, Thomas Fitch, attorney 
for the applicant for patent, informed this office, by letter, 
that the location of tne mine had been given inaccurately 
in the application for patent, ' ' the mines bein^ described 
as in a south-easterly direction from Bingham City, whereas 
it should be south-westerly." 

From an abstract of title, certified to by the District Be- 
corder, it appears that I. G. Bateman, and four others, 
located 1200 linear feet of the Bed Warrior lode, on the 
twenty-fourth January, 1871. 

There is no record evidence on file in this office, to show 
that Mr. Bateman has ever purchased the rights of his oo- 
locators, or that he has the record title to more than 240 
linear feet of the Bed Warrior lode. 

From the foregoing, it will be seen that the proceedings 
in the matter of this application for patent have been very 
informal and irregular, and not in accordance with the law 
and instructions. 

This application for patent was filed under the act of July 
26, 1866. 

Said act requires the applicant for patent to file with the 
Begister and Beceiver an application for patent, with a dia- 
gram of the premises sought to be patented, and ''that 
upon the filing of the diagram, as provided in the second 
section of this act, and posting the same in a conspicuous 
place on the claim, together with a notice of intention to 
apply for a patent, the Be^ster of the land office shall pub- 
lish a notice of the same, in a newspaper published nearest 
to the location of said claim, and shall also post such notice 
in his office, for the period of ninety days." 

In the case under consideration tne notice was published 
nearly a month prior to the date of the application, and for 
the same length of time before the notices and diagrams 
were posted on the claim and in the office of the Begister, 
and not during the ninety days of posting notices. 

The description and location of the premises as given in 
said notices and diagrams were very meager, and acknowl- 
edged by the attorney for the applicant to be incorrect. 

The evidence submitted by the applicant shows that he 
has the record title to 240 linear feet only, while the appli- 
cation is for 1200 feet. 

In view of these informalities and irregularities, this 
office would not be authorized to issue a patent upon said 
application even though it had been clear of adverse claims, 
and the same is accordingly rejected. 

On the fourth of November, 1871, Wm. Adams and A. 
P. Sanders, filed an adverse claim to said application for 
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patent, and commenced suit , in the District Court 

of the Third Judicial District, Utah, to determine the re- 
spectiye rights of the parties in interest to the premises in 
£spute. 

By the certificate of the clerk of said court it appears that 
in November, 1872, a jud^ent was rendered dismissing 
the complainants' bill in said suit. 

On the second of January, 1872, and before the expira- 
tion of the ninety days notice by publication and posting, 
John W. Ken filed an adverse claim to said application. 
This adverse claim would have been sufficient to require 
that the matter be referred to the local courts for adjuoica- 
tion had not the application for patent been rejected. 

On the twentynaeventh of March, 1872, Peter Lorenson 
et al,f filed a protest against said application for patent, 
which could not have been considered if the application for 
patent has been allowed to proceed, as the same was filed 
after the ninety days notice by posting and publication had 
expired. 

You will inform all parties in interest, and acknowledge 
the receipt hereof. 

Very respectfully. 

Your obedient servant, 

W. W. CuETis, Acting Commissioner. 



DSPABTMBNT OF THE IkTERIOB, 

General Laio) Office, Washington, D. C., Octobei* 8, 1873. 
Register and Becdver, SaU Lake City, Utah: 

Gentlemen: On the eighteenth of June last, this office 
rejected the application of I. C. Bateman for patent for 
the Bed Wamor lode, West Mountain mining district, 
Utah, for the following reasons, to-wit : 
^ First. On account of insufficient and erroneous descrip- 
tion of the premises in, the application for patent, the puD- 
lished notice, and the notices and diagrams posted upon 
the claim and in the office of the Begister. 

Second. Because the notice was not published the same 
ninety days that the notices and diagrams were posted; the 
notice having been published on the ninth of September, 
1871, and for nineiy days thereafter, while the notices and 
diagrams were posted upon the claim October 5, and in the 
Begister's office on the fourtii of October, 1871. 

Third. For the reason that there was no record evidence 
on file to show that Mr. Bateman had the possession, or 
the right of possession, to 1200 linear feet of the Bed War- 
rior lode, the abstract of title showing that Mr. Bateman 
had the record titie to 240 linear feet only. 
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On the sevenih instant, Mr. Bateman made application 
for a rehearing of the case, and filed an abstract of title 
from the ofiGice of the County Becorder, which shows that 
the applicant has now the record title to 1200 linear feet of 
said lode. It also shows that the record title to said lode 
was in D. E. Bnel and I. C. Bateman at the date of the ap- 
plication for patent, and that the applicant became the sole 
owner of said lode on the twentynsecond of Angnst, 1872, 
nearly eleven months after a patent had been applied for. 

Mr. Bateman also filed an amdayit in the case. 

After a careful consideration of the matter, said appUca- 
tion for a rehearing is overruled, and you will so inform all 
parties in interest. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



LooatioDS vrhen a Vein exceeds Fifteen Hundred Feet in 

Length. 

DEPABTMEirr OF THE IlTTEBIOB, 

GsNEBAL Land Office, Washington, D. 0., June 17, 1873. 
Messrs. Hott and Bbothebs, Helena, Montana: 

GENHiiEMEN : Bef erring to your letter of the thirtieth ultimo, 
I have to state that the mining act of May 10th, 1872, de- 
clares that, ''a mining claim located after the passage of this 
act, whether located by one or more persons, may equal 
but shall not exceed one thousand five hundred feet in 
length along the vein or lode." 

But there is no provision of law to prevent parties from 
locating other claims upon the same lode, outside of the 
first location made on the lode or vein. 

If a lode or vein three thousand feet in length is discov- 
ered, two locations may be made, each of fifteen hundred 
feet, thereon. 

Very respectfully, 

Tour obedient servant, 

W. W. CxjBTis, Acting Commissioner. 



Mining Claims in To^wn-Siies. 

Depabthbnt of the Intebiob, 
Gekebal Land Office, Washington,. D. C., June 19, 1873. 

Register and BeceiveVf Central CUy, Colorado : 

Gentlemen : As you were informed on the thirteenth in- 
stant, applications ifor patents for mining claims, situate 
within the exterior boundaries of town-sites, applications 



208 DECISION BY [June 26, 1873. 

or entries will be received by you, where applicants show 
that they have the possession, or the right of possession 
thereto, by virtue of compliance with the local and con- 
gressional enactments, and file the necessary proofs. 

In all patents for mining claims situate within the exterior 
boundaries of a town-site application or entry, the follow- 
ing clause is inserted, viz: *' Excepting and excluding, how- 
ever, from these presents, all town property rights upon the 
surface; and there are hereby expressly excepted and ex- 
cluded from the same, all houses, buildings, structures, 
lots, blocks, streets, alleys, or other improvements on the 
surface of the above described premises not belonging to 
the grantees herein, and all rights necessary or proper to 
the occupation, possession, and enjoyment of the same." 

You will so inform all parties in interest. 
Very res pe ctfully, 

W. W. UURTis, Acting Commissioner. 



Minerals in the Indian, Territory. 

Department of the Intebiob, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C., June 26, 1873. 

B. H. Angwin, Esq., Sherman^ Texas: 

Sib: In reply to the inquiry contained in your letter of 
June 25, 1873, referred to this office by the Secretary of 
the Interior, I have to state that the minerals in the Indian 
Territory are not reserved by the United Stat-es, and this 
office has no control whatever over the lands in said terri- 
torv. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



Minerals Discovered after Patent has issued to Agricul- 
tural Claimant. 

DiSPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

General Land Office, Washington, D. C, July 10, 1873. 

Ctbus Madden, Esq., Port Or ford, Oregon: 

Sm: In reply to the inquiry in your letter of June 15, 
1873, I have to state that all mineral deposits discovered 
upon land, after United States patent therefor has issued to 
a party claiming under the laws regulating the disposal of 
agricultural lands, pass with the patent, and this office has 
no further jurisdiction in the premises. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 
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Deposits of Fire Clay may be Patented. 

DePABTMENT of the IlfTEBIOB, 

General Land Office, Wodhington, D. C, July 10, 1873. 

G. BHiLiNos, Es^., Assistant Treasurer Germania Smelting 
and Refining Company^ Salt Lake CUy^ Utah : 

Sir: In reply to the inquiry in your letter of June 30, 
1873, I have to state that lands valuable on account of de- 
posits of fire clay, may be patented, on compliance with 
the mining act of May 10, 1872. 

Very respectfully, 

WiLLiB Dbummond, Commissioner. 



* 



Claim Rejected beoause not Ijooated in Acoordanoe with 
Ijaw. Instruotions for Mining Claimants in Aria&ona. 

Department of the Intkbiob, 
Genebal Land Office, WAsmNOTON, D. C., July 10, 1873. 

Register and Receiver ^ PrescoUy ArizMia : 

Gentlemen : On the twenty-fourth March, 1873, you were 
directed to call upon M. B. Duffield and J. Q. Dickason, 
who made mineral entry No. 3, at your office, of the San 
Xavier mine, for proof of ownership and possession under 
the local rules or regulations of miners in Tucson mining 
district, Pima Counir, Arizona Territory. 

With the Begister s letter of May 6, 1873, was received 
a copy of notice of location of the San Xavier mine, duly 
certined under the seal of the County Kecorder of Pima 
county. This location notice shows that five persons : M. 
G. Gay, Wm. Kirkland, Fritz Courtzen, Calvin Cuzinno„ 
and John Davis, who doubtless acted in entire good faith in 
the matter, claimed and located 3,600 feet of this lode. 

But this location was made on September 11, 1866, 
nearly two months after the passage of the Congressional 
mining enactment of July 26, 1866, the first section of which 
declares '' that no location hereafter made shall exceed two 
hundred feet in length along the vein for each locator, with 
an additional claim for discovery to the discoverer of the 
lode," etc. 

There was then, on the eleventh September, 1866,. no au- 
thority of law for the location of thirty-six hundred feet of 
a lode by five persons ; twelve hundred feet being, the great- 
est extent then subject to location by five persons, provided 
they were the discoverers, or one thousand feet if claimed 
simply as locators ; and this office is accordingly unable to 
issue a patent upon said application as it now stands^ being 
for three thousand feet on said San Xavier mine. 

14 
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You will inform the applicants for patent, as the locators 
claimed the San Xavier mine as discoverers, that thej will 
be allowed to take twelve hundred feet along the line of the 
lode, in which event the monuments on the westerly end of 
the claim would have to be moved toward the east by a 
United States Deputy Surveyor, and the plat and field 
notes amended accordingly, a resurvey of the premises not 
being necessary. 

Should the applicants prefer, they have the option of 
making relocations, under the act of May 10, 1872, in which 
case they will commence de vovOy after ming notice of loca- 
tion with the proper local officer. The proceedings in that 
event will be the same as though no previous application 
for patent had been undertaken. 

Should the claimants commence de novo, the Surveyor- 
general can adopt the field notes of survey already made, 
with the necessary amendments as to distances along the 
vein and comer monuments, thus saving the applicants the 
expense of a resurvey. 

After the expiration of the sixty days period of publica- 
tion, should no adverse claim be filed, jou will allow the 
claim to be entered, issuing the usual certificate and receipts 
of the current number and date. The duplicate Beceiver's 
receipt, of course, will not be issued until the one now in 
possession of the claimants is first delivered to the Beceiver, 
upon proper application the purchase money already paid 
on the former entry (No. 3) will be refunded. 

Hereafter in receiving applications for mining patents, 
you will be particular to ascertain from the claimants : 

First. Whether they claim right of possession under the 
local customs or rules of miners, as the same existed in the 
district, prior to the adoption of general mining regulations 
by the Ijegislature of Arizona; and if so, require satisfac- 
tory proof that the claim is occupied in accordance with 
such customs or rules; certified copies of the regulations in 
force at the date of location to be transmitted with the 
case. 

Second. Whether the application is for a claim located 
in pursuance of the general regulations adopted by the said 
Legislature, (known as Chapter L of the Howell Code,) and 
if such is the case, require satisfactory proof that the claim- 
ants have, in making their locations, complied with such 
regulations. 

Third. If the claimants desire patent for a claim located 
in accordance with the act of Congress, approved July 26, 
1866, you will observe that the location does not exceed 
two hundred feet on the course of the vein or lode for each 
person who is a party to such location, with two hundred 
additional feet for the discoverer, or three thousand feet for 
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any association of persons; which three thousand feet can 
only be taken at the rate of two hundred feet to each indi- 
vidual comprising such association, two hundred additional 
feet being allowed the discoverer. By which it will be per- 
ceived that to locate three thousana feet on any vein or 
lode, required not less than fourteen persons, where one 
was the discoverer, or fifteen persons if taken without refer- 
ence to the discovery claim. 

Fourth. If the application is for a mine located since 
May 10, 1872, the maximum along a vein or lode, that can 
be located by one person or several persons, is fifteen hun- 
dred feet, and three hundred feet on each side of the center 
of the vein at the surface is the greatest width of surface 
ground permitted under the mining act of May 10, 1872. 

By giving careful attention to these details, much need- 
less expense and vexatious delay will be avoided. The 
papers in the present application are herewith returned, 
aud you will notify the applicants for patent accordingly. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbumico^d, Commissioner. 



Three Hundred and Twenty-seven Acres of Plaoer 

Ground in one Sntry. 

Department of the Iktebiob, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, July 10, 1873. 

Begisler aiid Beceiver, Fair Flay^ Colorado: 

Gentlemen : In reply to the inquiry in tibe Register's let- 
ter of July 1, 1873, I have to state that parties holding the 
possessory right in accordance with the local laws, may 
make a single entry of three hundred and twenty-seven 
acres of placer ground upon compliance with the mining 
act of May 10, 1872. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



and Distances must give vray T^hen in Ck>nfliot 
with Fixed 01\|ects. 

Department of the Interior, 

Washington, D. C, July 16, 1873. 

Sib: I inclose herewith a copy of the opinion of Hon. 
Walter H. Smith, Assistant Attorney-general, in the matter 
of the application of the Brown silver mining company, 
for patent for the Mammoth lode, Central City district, 
Colorado Territory. 
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I concur in the views set forth in the opinion, and reverse 
your decision adverse to the application.. 

This decision cancels and sets aside that of the twenty- 
fifth February last, in this case. 

The papers transmitted with your letter of thirteenth 
January last, are herewith returned. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

G. Delano, Secretary. 
Hon. Willis Dbummonb, Com'r General Land Office. 

[INCLOSURE.l 
Depabtment of JnsncB, ^ 
Office or Assistant Att'y-genebal, Washington, July 15, 1873. 

Sir: I have examined the application of the Brown silver 
mining company, for a patent to certain premises in the 
Territory of Colorado, on appeal to your department from 
the adverse decision of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, of the fourth of September, 1872. He rejected 
the claim, for the reason that the premises were described 
differently in the application and tne final survey. 

The only point of difference consists in this, the applica- 
tion commences its description at the mouth of the JBrown 
silver mining company's tunnel, and runs thence north 7^ 
30^ west 100 feet, to the discovery of the Mammoth lode. 
This course of north 7^ 30' west 100 feet, will not reach the 
discovery, but it requires a new and additional course of 
north 16^ east, and a distance of eighty-one feet, to reach 
the discovery. With the exception of the above, there is 
no discrepancv between the application and final survey. I 
think that, in law, there is no aiscrepancy. It is well set- 
tled, that courses and distances must give way, when in 
conflict with fixed objects. The application calls for two 
well defined fixed points; the mouth of the tunnel, and the 
discovery. The course and distance given wiirnot lead to 
the discovery. They must, therefore, be rejected, and the 
call requires a straight line from the mouth of the tunnel to 
the discovery. 

I advise a reversal of the decision of the Commissioner. 
Very respectfully, 

W. H. Smith, Assistant Attorney-general. 
Hon. C. Delano, Secretary of the Interior. 



Mining Claim Fraudulently Entered by an Agiioulturist. 

Department op the Interior, 
General Laih) Office, Washington, D. C., July 17, 1873. 

James F. Talbott, Esq., Shady Run, Placer County, Cal: 

Sib : Beferring to your letter of June 16, 1873, I have 
to state, that if you, or those for whom you inquire, had a 
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valid mining claim under the local law8, and were engaged 
in mining on the land embraced in the agricaltural claim of 
Edden Harvey at the time entry thereof was made, and that 
fact can be established to the satisfaction of this office, it 
will ajffbrd yon all the aid in its power to set aside the pat- 
ent, so as to enable yon to acquire title to your mine. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commis&ioner. 



Fraudulent Entry of Mineral Land by Agriculturists and 

Ck>rx>orations. 

Depabticent of the Intebiob, 
OsMERAL Land Office, Washington, July 26, 1873. 

Messrs. Hott, Seabs and McEee, 63 MerchainiB' Exchange^ 

San Francisco, Gal. : 

Gentlemen: As requested in your communication of 
June 18, 1873, I inclose herewith a copy of the letter refer- 
red to, dated July 11, 1868, relative to sales of mineral 
lands patented to railroads. 

After a careful examination of this question I will state, 
that while this office undoubtedly possesses the power to is- 
sue a second patent for the purpose of correcting a mistake 
or inadvertence, I am not fully satisfied that it possesses 
the power to do so, in a case in which the first patent has 
been obtained by artifice or fraud upon a record regular in 
all respects upon its face. 

There can be no doubt as to the propriety or legality of 
this office correcting an error in its records by the issuance 
of a second patent, or otherwise. But I entertain grave 
doubts as to its right or power to decide as to questions of 
fraud, after the consummation of an entry and the execution 
and deliverv of a patent thereon. 

Even if tnis office possesses jurisdiction over questions of 
fraud, under such circumstances I do not think it will be 
good policy for it to exercise it in ordinary cases. Jurisdic- 
tion over questions of fraud more properly pertains to courts 
of equity, and as they have the power to anord ample relief, 
I prefer, even if I have the right to act in such cases, to leave 
parties to their remedy in the courts. 

And therefore, instead of issaing a second patent, in 
eases where first patent to lands have been obtained by 
fraud, to the injury of parties having a right or equitv 
therein, and the facts are brought before this office, it win 
bring the matter to the attention of the Department of Jus- 
tice, and ask that the party injured be permitted to use the 
name of the United States, in the prosecution of proper 
proceedings in the courts. 

Very respectfullv, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 
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Iron Deposits must be Sold under the Mining l^-vrs. 

DePABTMEMT of the IlTTEBIOB, 

Oemebal Land Office, Washington; D. C, July 26, 1873. 

0. 0. Clements, Esq., V. S. Surveyor-general, Sail Lake 

City, Utah : 

Sir: Beferring to the subject of your letter of February 
18, 1873, I have to state that prior to the passage of the 
mining act, approved May 10, 1872, lands containing de- 
posits of iron ore were disposed of for cash at private 
entry, the same as agricultural lands. 

The lan^age of that statute, however, is so comprehen- 
sive as to justify the belief that it was the intention of Con- 
gress to include iron ore among the mineral deposits to be 
disposed of under its provisions. Congress, by subsequent 
legislation, appears to have placed this construction upon 
the act. 

By an act approved Feb. 18, 1873, it is provided that 
'deposits or mines of iron in Michigan, Wisconsin, and 
Minnesota, shall be excluded from the operations of the act 
of May 10, 1872." This is, in effect, saying that prior to 
that time deposits or mines of iron had been subject to the 
operations of said act in those States, and that they remain 
subject to its operations in the States not specifically named. 

To your inquiry, I therefore reply, that lands more valu- 
able on account of veins or deposits of iron than for agri- 
cultural purposes, can be entered upon compliance with the 
several requirements of the mining act' of May 10, 1872. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



Salt Springs Disposed of only by Special Acts of 

Congress. 

Department of the Interiob, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, July 28, 1873. 

John A. Bollins, Esq., Salt Lake CUy, Utah: 

Sir: In reply to your inquiry, I have to state that there 
is no general law under which salt springs can be patented. 
Lands upon which springs of this cnaracter are found are 
disposed of only by special act of Congress. 

Very respectfully, 

WILLIS Drummond, Commissioner. 
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Tunnel Owners must use Diligence. No Specified 
Expenditure to Retain Tunnel Rights. 

Depabtment of the Interior, ' 
General Land Office, Washington, D. 0., Aug. 1, 1873. 

L. 8. David, Esq., (rrcws Valley y California: 

Sib : In reply to the inquiry in your letter of July 18, 
1873, I have to state that locators of tunnels under the act 
of May 10, 1872, are rec^uired to use reasonable diligence 
in working and advancing their tunnels ; otherwise such 
tunnel locations are treatea as abandoned. 

Section 4 of the mining act referred to reads as follows : 

«<* * * * B^t failure to prosecute the work on the 
tunnel for six months shall be considered as an abandon- 
ment of the right to all undiscovered veins on the line of 
said tunnel." 

There is no specified amount to be expended to retain 
the ownership of a tunnel location . 

The act approved March 1, 1873, amending the act of 
May 10, 1872, only refers to lode claims located prior to the 
passage of said act of May 10, 1872. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis DBUDiHOND, Commissioner. 



Status of Mining Claims 'within Alaska Territory. 

Department of the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, Aug. 2, 1873. 

Brev'tBrig. Gen. H.Clay Wood, U. S. A., Portland, Oregon: 

SiB: In reply to the inquiries in jour letter of July 18, 
1873, I have to state that the territory of Alaska has not 
yet been organized into a surveying district, and therefore 
no applications for patents for mining lands in that territory 
can be received or considered by this office. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



Number of Feet of a Xiode that could be located in Col- 
orado in October, 1864. 

Department of the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, Aug. 14, 1873. 

Register and Receiver y Central CUyy Colorado : 

Gentlemen : The papers transmitted with your letter of 
the twenty-sixth June, in the matter of the application of 
the Pine silver mining company, for patent for 3,000 linear 
feet of the Gus Belmont lode, Colorado, have been examined. 
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It appears that on the thirteenth November, 1867, said 
application for patent was filed in the Denver office, and 
received at the Central City office, on the ninth June, 1868. 

The application describes the premises as ''commencing 
at a shaft eighteen feet deep. * * * Thence north 29P 
30' E. 800 feet, and from said starting point south 29^ 30r 
west 2,200 feet." 

The premises described in the final survey, commencing 
at said shaft, run N. 5P 42^ E. 220.5 feet; thence N. 40^ 15^ 
E. 203.28 feet; thence north 33^ eHstb4.5 feet; thence north 
39^ E. 291.72 feet, and from said shaft S. 44^ 30' W. 2,200 
feet. 

From the foregoing, it will be seen that the final survey 
covers but a small portion of the premises described in the 
application for patent. 

By the abstract of title on file with the case, it anpears 
that the record of the location of the Gus Belmont loae was 
made on the sixth October, 1864. The mining laws in force 
in Colorado at the date of said record declares that ''all min- 
eral and quartz lodes hereafter discovered, shall cease and 
terminate, so far as they have an;^ legal existence, at the dis- 
tance of 800 feet in either direction, on the line of the lode, 
from the center of the discovery hole." 

Said company could only receive a patent for 1,600 linear 
feet under the mining acts of Congress. In view of these 
irregularities in the application and final survey, you will 
inform said companv that it will be necessary for them to 
have a resurvey made of the Gus Belmont lode, embracing 
only the number of feet to which they are entitled under 
the law, to wit: 1,600 linear feet, which survey should con- 
form to the application for patent as far as the courses are 
concerned. 

I return the proof of publication, that the same may be 
sworn to. You will inform all parties in interest, and 
acknowledge the receipt. 

Very respectfullv, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Adverse Claim Rejected because Suit ^ras not Com- 

xnenoed in Court as Ordered. 

Department op the Interior, 
General Land Oppice, Washington! D. C, Aug. 18, 1873. 

Register and Receiver^ Helena, Montana: 

Gentlemen: Beferring to your letter of the first instant, 
with inclosures in case of the application of the Montana 
flaming and mining company, for patent for certain placer 
mining ground in Montana, against which Eichard Uiss- 
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rich filed an adverse claim p I have to state that on the nine- 
teenth of April, 1872, you were informed that "a prima 
facia adverse showing has been made out and you will in- 
form said Hissrich tnat thirty days from the date of your 
notification will be allowed him to institute proceedings in 
court to adjudicate the right of possession to the premises 
in dispute. 

It appears that on the second of May, 1872, the Be^ster 
addressed a letter to ''Mr. John Hissrich'* giving notice of 
the decision of this office, which letter was returned in due 
time to the land office at Helena, indorsed "return to 
writer.*' 

By the affidavits transmitted with your letter of the first 
instant, it appears that neither Mr. Hissrich nor his attor- 
ney, W. F. Sanders^ was informed of said decision of April 
19, 1872, until the third of January, 1873. 

It also appears that said adverse claimant did not com- 
mence suit within thirty days from the day on which his at- 
torney alleges under oath, tnat he received information that 
a decision nad been rendered in said case. 

More than seven months have elapsed since said attorney 
received information that a decision had been rendered, di- 
recting said adverse claimant to bring suit, and yet it ap- 
pears that no suit has been instituted by him against the 
applicant for patent. In view of all the circumstances of 
the case, the great length of time which has elapsed since 
said adverse claim was filed, and the non-compliance with 
said decision of April 19, 1872, by said Hissricn, or his at- 
torney, this office aeclines to longer delay proceedings upon 
said application. 

The case will be taken up for examination in its order, 
when patent will issue if all be found regular. 

You will notify all parties, etc. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



In taking Appeals the Points of Exception Must be 

Stated. 

DsPABTMEirr OF THE InT£RIOB, 

GbkebaIi Laio) Office, Washington, D. C, Aug. 18, 1373. 

Henbt Shebman, Esq., 1908 F. St., Washington, D. C. : 

Bib: Referring to your communication of this date, I have 
to state that the regulations of the General Land Office and 
of the Department of the Interior, require parties taking 
appeals from the decisions of this office, to notifj this office 
in writing of the ''points of exception to its action," within 
the time allowed for appeal. 
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In your communication you do not state the points of ex- 
ception to the decision of this office of June 9, 1873, in the 
matter of the applicatious for patents for the Bockwell, Zella 
and Mountain xiger mines, but state that ''you will please 
direct mj appearance to be registered and cause an appeal 
from said decision to be entered in due form, the points 
and argument thereupon to be submitted hereafter.*^ 

As you were personally informed this day, this commu- 
nication cannot De considered an appeal, and will not be 
recognized as such. Very respectfully, 

WILLIS Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Adverse Claims must be Filed '^thin the Prescribed 

Time. 

Department op the Imteriob, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C., Aug. 19, 1873. 

Register and Receiver^ Central City, Colorado : 

Gentlemen : On the fourth May, 1872, John F. Hard- 
esty filed in your office an application for patent for three 
hundred linear feet of the Jones and Matteson lode, situate 
in Nevada Mining District, Colorado. 

¥: ^ * Mr. Tascher also alleges that he started to ^ 
to the local land office ^'within fifteen days after said 
Hardesty made his said application for patent, as above 
stated, !or the purpose of making and filing eln adverse 
claim thereto, and was told by said Arnold (the Beceiver) 
not to do so, as it would delay and stop proceedings in my 
application for a patent to this Alger lode, then pending 
before said land office." 

Mr. Tascher asks that he be permitted, in view of these 
facts, to ''file his adverse claim as of the date at which he 
offered or applied to file it." 

* * When an ap{)lication for patent is filed in the local 
office, it is optional with parties who claim that their rights 
will be prejudiced by the issuance of the patent as applied 
for, to file an adverse claim, or not. 

In the case under consideration, it appears, by the affi- 
davit of Mr. Tascher, that he did not file an adverse claim 
to Hardesty's application for patent within the prescribed 
time, for the reason that it might; cause delay to an applica- 
tion for patent for the Alger lode, which he had previously 
filed. 

* * * Mr. Tascher having failed to file an adverse 
claim within the time prescribed, to wit : ninety days, his 
objections to the issuance of patent to Mr. Hardesty can- 
not be considered. * * * 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 
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Coxnstook Lode. — Bullion Mining Company v. 420 

Mining Company. 

Depabtment of ths Intebiob, 
Genebal Land Office, Washington, D. C, Aug. 19, 1873. 

Hegister and Receiver, Carson CUy, Nevada : 

Gentlemen : On the sixth November, 1867, thd Bullion 
mining company filed in your office an application for pat- 
ent for twelve hundred linear feet of the Oomstock lode, 
Nevada. Also, a diagram of the premises claimed by them. 

The notice of intention to applj for a patent was pub- 
lished in the Gold Hill Daily News on the fourteenth No- 
vember, 1867, and for a period of ninety days thereafter. 
On the third February, 1868, the Croesus mining company 
filed an adverse claim to said application. On the same 
day, Louis Feusier filed an adverse claim. On the fourth 
February, 1868, the 420 mining company filed an adverse 
claim to said application. 

On the eleventh February, O. W. Easton ; on the twen- 
ty-fifth March, the Alpha Gold Hill mining company; and 
on the twenty-eighth March, 1868, the ChoUar Potosi min- 
ing company, filed adverse claims to the application of the 
Bullion mining company. 

By the certificate of the clerk of the county of Storey, 
Nevada, it appears that the Croesus mining company and 
and Louis Feusier commenced suit against the Bullion 
company, on the thirtieth May, 1868, "both of which were 
on tne thirteenth day of February, A. D. 1869, by mutual 
consent dismissed ; '' that on the twenty-ninth May, 1868, 
the Alpha company, commenced suit against the Bullion 
company, " in which suit, by consent of both parties, judg- 
ment was rendered by said court, quieting the title of said 
Alpha Gold Hill mining company to the same ;" that on 
thirtieth May, 1868, the Chollar Potosi mining company 
commenced suit against the Bullion company, " which suit 
was also dismissed by mutual consent, on the eighteenth 
day of October, A. d. 1872." 

It appears from said certificate of the county clerk, that 
O. W. Easton never brought suit against said Bullion min- 
ing company. 

The adverse claim of the 420 mining company was filed 
in due time, to wit, within the ninety days notice, by publi- 
cation of the intention of the Bullion company to apply for 
a patent, and was sworn to by C. J. Lansing. 

Mr. Lansing alleges under oath, that the 420 mining 
company is "a corporation duly organized and now exist- 
ing under the laws of tibe State of California ; that the 420 
mining company is the owner of and has for more than nine 
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(9) years last past been in the possession of four hundred 
and twenty feet of the lode known and called the Comstock 
lode ;"* * * ** that four hundred and twenty feet of the 
north end of the mining ground claimed by the said Bullion 
mining company is the mining ground of the said 420 min- 
ing company ;* that ''on or about the sixteenth day of 
November, A. d. 1865, the said Bullion mining company, 
as plaintiff, commenced an action against the 420 mining 
company, as defendant, in the district court of the first 
judicial district, Nevada, in and for Storey County, to re- 
cover from the said defendant the possession of the northern 
four hundred and twenty feet of the said mining ground 
described by said notice ; * * * ♦ and that said suit is 
still pending in said court and undetermined," etc. 

The pa{>ers hereinbefore referred to are the only papers 
filed in this case until twenty-second October, 1872, a pe- 
riod of nearly fivevears, except the affidavit of the publisher 
of the Gold Hill Daily News, to the effect that the notice of 
intention to apply for a patent was duly published for the 
period of ninety days. 

This affidavit was filed on the second March, 1868. 

From the foregoing it will be seen that only the applica- 
tion for patent, and a diagram of the premises claimed, were 
filed by the Bullion companj previous to October 22, 1872, 
except the proof of publication of notice. 

The Bullion company *s application was not under oath, 
and said company whoUy failed to file with their said ap- 
plication any evidence, record, or otherwise, tending to 
show that they were in a condition to apply for a patent, or 
that tiiey had any record or other title to the premises 
described in said application. 

The second section of the mining act of July 26, 1866, 
declares "that whenever any person, or association of per- 
sons, claim a vein or lode of quartz, or other rock in place, 
bearing gold, silver, cinnabar, or copper, having previously 
occupied and improved the same, according to the local 
customs or rules of miners in the district where the same is 
situated, and having expended in actual labor and improve- 
ments thereon an amount of not less than one thousand 
dollars, and in regard to whose possession there is no con- 
troversy or opposing claim," they may file with the local 
land officers a diagram of their claim, etc. 

The said Bullion company did not file with their applica- 
tion proof that they had previously occupied and improved 
the premises applied for, in accordance with the local cus- 
toms or rules of miners; that they had expended on said 
f)remises, in actual labor and improvements, a sum of not 
ess tlian $1,000; and, aside from this, it appears that the 
Bullion company recognized the fact that there was a " con- 
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troversj or opposing claim" in regard to part of the prem- 
ises described in said application, they having commenced 
a suit against the 420 company, to recover possession of the 
ground claimed by it. In short, the Bullion company filed 
a very incomplete and unsatisfactory application for patent. 

The Bullion company, on the twenty-second October, 
1872, filed a certificate of incorporation, an abstract of title, 
and several affidavits, in regard to possession, improve- 
ments, and the posting of the notice and diagram upon the 
claim. 

On the fifteenth January, 1873, the Bullion company filed 
a copy of the Gold Hill and Virginia District Mining Laws, 
and the affidavits of Samuel Owens and E. A. Schultz, in 
regard to possession, by the said Bullion company, of the 
premises claimed, and their compliance witb»the local laws, 
and on the eighteenth January, 1873, were permitted to 
enter their claim. 

It appears by the certificate of the County Clerk of Sto- 
rey County, Nevada, that after the dismissal of Ihe suit 
commenced by the Bullion company, the 420 mining com- 
pany commenced suit against the Bullion company, to adju- 
dicate the right of possession to the said premises in dis- 
^ pute, on the twenty-ninth November, 1872. This, I think, 
' was a reasonable time after the dismissal of the suit com- 
menced by the Bullion company. A copy of the complaint 
in said suit is on file in this case. 

The attorney for the 420 mining company has filed a cer- 
tified copy of the certificate of incorporation of said com- 
pany, and the affidavit of C. J. Lansmg, in regard to the 
adverse claim of said 420 company. 

The question is presented, whetner or not the 420 min- 
ing company has presented such an adverse claim as is 
contemplated by the mining act of July 26, 1866, and one 
which should be adjudicated in the local courts before pat- 
ent issues. 

This was among the first applications for patents under 
the mining act of 1866, and both the application for patent 
and the adverse claim of the 420 mining company were 
quite incomplete. 

Having carefully considered the papers in the case, I am 
of the opinion that the respective rights of the Bullion 
mining company and the 420 mining company, should be 
adjudicated in a court of competent jurisdiction before pat- 
ent issues upon said application, and that although it may 
not have complied strictly with the letter of the law, a 
prima/ade adverse showing has been made out by the 420 
mining company, for the following reasons. 

First. The adverse claim was filed in due time, and was 
under oath. 
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Second. It appears that the premises have been in litiga- 
tion for many years, and that a suit in ejectment was pend- 
ing in the local courts, at the time said application for 
patent was filed, between the Bullion mining company, 
plaintiff, and the 420 mining company, defendant, in regard 
to the premises now in dispute, and that when the Bullion 
company abandoned that suit, the 420 company took the 
necessary steps to secure a decision in the courts. 

You will inform all parties in interest of this decision, 
allowing sixty days from the date of your notification, 
within which an appeal may be taken to tne Honorable Sec- 
retary of the Interior. 

Be pleased to acknowledge the receipt hereof as "N" by 
its date. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



The Non-mineral Afiidavlt may be S-wom to by an 
Agent, -w^hen the Principal is not acquainted "with 
the Land. 

Depabtment of the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, August 20, 1873.. 

Begiater and Receiver ^ Ironion, Missouri: 

Gentlemen: * * * When an entry is made by an 
agent who has examined the land, and his principal is not 
personally acquainted with the character thereof, the agent 
upon filing his authority to act in the premises, and proof 
of the fact that his principal is not personally ac4uainted 
with the character oi the land, may be permitted to make 
and file the non-mineral affidavit (required in agricultural 
entries.) 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



Applicants for Patent fbr Placer Land must Present Proof 
that no Kxiovfrn Veins Exist Therein. 

Department of the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C , Aug. 27, 1873. 

Register and Receiver J Helena^ Montana: 

Gentlemen: * * * This application for patent was 
filed under the act of July 9, 1870, and purports to be for 
placer mining land. The twelfth section of said act pro- 
vides **that claims usually called 'placers,' including all 
forms of deposits, excepting veins of quartz or other rock 
in place, shall be subject to entry and patent under this 
act," etc. 
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In all cases of application for patents nnder this act, sat- 
isfactory proof must be presented that the premises describ- 
ed do not contain any known veins of quartz, or other rock 
in place containing gold, silver, cinnabar or copper. * * 

Very respectfully, 

WILLIS Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Certifioate of Inoorporation should be filed -with the Ap- 
piioation of an Inoorporated Company. The Several 
Papers to be made out in the Names of the Different 
Members of an Uninoorporated Association. 

Depabtmeih:' of the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, Sept. 11, 1873. 

Register and Receiver, Carson CUy, Nevada: 

Gentlemen: In all cases where incorporated companies 
apply for patents for mining claims, you will require a copy 
of their certificate of incorporation, or charter, to be filed 
with the application for patent. 

Where an association of persons unincorporated, apply 
for a patent, the published notice, the Be^ister's certificate 
of entry, and the xleceiver's receipt, should give the names 
of all the applioants. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



Surveys should Bhow the Exterior Boundaries of Claims 
and embraoe only the Amount of Surface allowed by 
the Local La-w^s. 

Department of the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, Sept. 11, 1873. 

E. 8. Davis, Esq., Surveyor-general, Nevada: 

Sir : * * * In all cases, the plat and field notes of 
snryeys should show the exterior boundaries of the claim 
for which an application for patent is made. The width of 
the claim, as represented upon the plat and described in 
the field notes, in no case should exceed the amount of 
surface ground allowed bj local laws and customs. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 
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Record Evidence cannot be Disregarded in Proving the 

Date of Iiocation of a Claim. 

Depabthekt of the Intebiob, 
Geksbal Land Office, Washington, D. C, Sept. 17, 1873. 

Begister and Receiver^ Central CUyy Colorado : 

Gentlemen: On the twenty-seventh of November, 1872, 
C. H. Morris filed in your office an application for patent 
for fourteen hundred linear feet of the Dunkirk lode, Col- 
orado. 

This application for patent is based upon a location made 
by A. J. August, F. L. jPeck, A. F. Curtis and John A. Laf- 
ferty, dated September 3, 1867. This location was made 
nearly fourteen months after the passage of the Congress- 
ional mining enactment of July 26, 1866, the fourth sec- 
tion of which declares, ''that no location hereafter made 
shall exceed two hundred feet in length along the vein for 
each locator, with an additional claim for discovery to the 
discoverer of the lode." 

There was no authoriigr of law on the third of September, 
1867, for the location of three thousand feet of a lode by 
four persons, one thousand feet being the greatest extent 
then subject to location bv four persons, providing thev 
were the discoverers, or ei^ht hundred feet if they claimed 
simply, as locators, and this office is unable to issue a pat- 
ent upon said application as it now stands, being for four- 
teen Hundred feet of the said Dunkirk lode. 

The applicant filed the affidavits of D. Lees and A. J. Au- 
gust, to the effect that Dunkirk lode was discovered "in the 
spring of A. D., one thousand eight hundred and sixty-six." 

The record evidence shows uiat the Dunkirk lode was 
not located until after the passage of the act of Congress of 
July 26, 1866, and record evidence cannot be disregarded 
in cases of this kind. 

Where parties claim under a location made under the 
mining rules, their title cannot have an inception prior to 
date of a notice of location in which their names or those 
of their grantors appear. 

You will inform tiie applicant for patent that he will be 
allowed to take one thousand feet along said Dunkirk lode, 
his grantors having claimed by virtue of discovery, viz: 
five hundred feet north-easterly from discovery shaft, and 
five hundred feet south-westerly from the same shaft. 

The monuments will have to be removed from their pres- 
ent position by a United States deputy surveyor, and placed 
at the four comers of the one thousand feet claimed, and 
the plat and field notes amended accordingly. 

The applicant has failed to file any proof of improve- 
ments. Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 
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Depabtmbnt or thb IntebioBi 
Gekbbal Land Office, WashiBgton, D. 0., Octpber 11, 1873. 

Messrs. Bbitton and Gbat, Washington^ D. C. : 

Gentlemen: I have caref ally considered the application 
made by yon, as attorneys for G. H. Morris, for a rehearins 
in the matter of the application for patent for the Dxmkirk 
lode, Colorado. 

The location of the Dunkirk lode is for 3,000 feet, which 
shows clearly that the location was intended to be made 
under the act of July 26, 1866, as no regulation or law, 
prior to that time, authorized the location of 8,000 feet for 
a mining claim in Colorado. 

The date of the location is September 3, 1867, in the 
record. This cannot be taken or considered as the date of 
filing, for two reasons, viz: 

First. This date is given by the locators themselves as the 
date of their location. 

Second. The filing of this notice with the proper Recorder 
was on the twelfth of September, 1867, as appears by the 
indorsement of the Becorder thereon. 

Parties are bound by the record which they make, and it 
has been the uniform rule of this office, at least since 1871, 
to confine them to the dates fixe^l by them, in their notice 
and record of location. 

It is true, that on the twenty-fifth August, 1871, a letter 
was written in the Silver Ore case, authorizing proof not in 
the record to be submitted; but, upon a full consideration 
of the matter, the claimant of the Silver Ore lode was limited 
and restricted to the number of feet authorized at the date 
of his notice of location. 

But if I entertained any doubt as to the correctness of 
the rule in my letter of September, 17, 1873, in the Dun- 
kirk case, which I do not, the applicant is not entitied to a 
modification of that decision, as it was originally made 
June 10, 1872, long before the application for patent was 
made. 

Your application for a rehearing is therefore overruled. 
Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Proof Required that Relocations are made in aooordanoa 
vrtXtk Legislative or District Iiaws. 

Depabtment of thb Intebiob, 
Genbbal Tjand Office, Washington, D. 0., Sept. 25, 1873» 

Begister and Receiver^ Central City, Colorado : 

Gentlemen : ^ ^ ^ In all cases where a party claims 

16 
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a lode which has been relocated, he should furnish proof 
that the relocation was made in accordance with the terri- 
torial law, and that he was entitled to relocate it. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Lode Claim -within a Plaoer Claim Entered by Another 

Party. 

Depabtmekt of the Intebiob, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, Oct. 17, 1873. 

Begisler and Beceiver, Sacramento, California : 

Gentlemen : With your letter of the thirtieth September 
lastyou transmitted me papers in case of the ai)plication 
of William Jones, for patent for two thousand eight hun- 
dred linear feet of the Maryland quartz mine, California. 

It appears that the premises described in said api)lication 
conflict with and embrace a portion of the premises de- 
scribed in the application of G. E. Williams et al.y for cer- 
tain placer mining ground, mineral entry No'. 113. 

Section 11 of me mining act of May 10, 1872, provides 
that where the same person or persons are in ''possession 
of a placer claim, and also of a vein or lode incluaed within 
the boundaries thereof, application shall be made for the 
placer claim with the statement that it includes such vein 
or lode ; and in such case ^^^ ^ ^ a patent shall issue 
for the placer claim including such vein or lode, upon pay- 
ment 01 five dollars per acre for such vein or lode claim, 
and twenty-five feet of surface on each side thereof. The 
remainder of the placer claim, or anv placer claim, not em- 
bracing any vein or lode claim, shall be paid for at the rate 
of two doUars and fifty cents per acre, together with all 
costs of proceedings ; and where a vein or lode, such as is 
described in the second section of this act, is Imown to ex- 
ist within the boundaries of a placer claim, an application 
for a patent for such placer claim, which does not include 
an application for the vein or lode claim, shall be construed 
as a conclusive declaration that the claimant of the placer 
claim has no right of possession of the vein or lode claim/' 
etc. 

The said application for patent of Geo. E. Williams et al. 
describes the land applied for as placer mining land. No 
mention was made oi the fact that any vein or lode claim 
existed within the exterior boundaries of the premises de- 
scribed in their application for patent, and hence, in the 
language of the law, it must be considered ''as a conclu- 
sive declaration that the claimant of the placer claim has 
no right of possession of the vein or lode claim." 
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I 

The width of a vein or lode claim is limited by the local 
law to *'two hundred and fifty feet on each side" of the vein 
or lode. Mr. Jones, however, makes application for patent 
ioT a claim three hundred feet in width, or only one hun- 
dred and fifty feet oh each side of the center of the vein or 
lode. 

It appears that Mr. Jones became the purchaser of two 
thousand one hundred linear feet of the Maryland quartz 
claim on the thirteenth April, 1870, said claim having been 
sold at public auction, in accordance with the decree of the 
seventh judicial district court of the State of California. 

It also appears that he purchased from Bichard Hickman 
the undivided one half of two himdred yards of a certain 
quartz claim * * * ** commencing at and adjoining the 
south line of the Maryland quartz claim, and running south 
two hundred yards. This deed is dated twenty-fourth 
January, 1857. 

It further appears that G. E. Williams et al. filed an ad- 
verse claim against tiih application of said Jones for patent 
on the first March, 1873, and filed a written withdrawal of 
the same with'you on the twenty-third September, 1873. 

In view of all the circumstances of the case, and the ex- 
press provisions of the mining act for cases of this kind, 
you will permit Mr. Jones to proceed with his said applica- 
tion for patent, and make entry of the premises described 
in his said application, upon full compliance with the law 
and instructions. 

In this connection, I would state that you have failed to 
require applicants for patents for placer mining claims to 
furnish the proof required in such cases by the eleventh 
section of said act of May 10, 1872. Before permitting 

I)arties to make entry of mineral land at the rate of two dol- 
ars and fifty cents per acre, vou should require such appli- 
cants to furnish proof that the premises described in their 
said applications do not contain any known veins or lodes 
of quaxtz, or other rock in place, bearing gold, silver, cin- 
nabar, lead, tin, or copper. 

You will inform all parties in interest, and acknowledge 
the receipt hereof. ^^£7 respectfully, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



Railroad Called Upon to Relinquish Mineral Land Inad- 
vertently Patented. 

Depabtment of the Iktebiob, 
Genekal JjkSfD Office, Washington, D.C., Oct. 23, 1873. 

Register and Receiver^ Sacramento, California : 

Gentlemen: On the nineteenth of December, 1866, pat- 
eat inadvertently issued to the Central Pacific Bailroad 
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Company, for the W. J Lot 7 of Section 3, in T. 15, N. R. 
10 £., Mt. Do. Mer., said tract having been retunied as 
mineral land by the Surveyor-general, and said return never 
having been disproved in the manner prescribed by law, 
and the instructions of this office. 

On the tenth of July, 1871, George P. Beal filed with 
you an application for patent for certain placer mining 
ground embracing, among other tracts, the W. i of Lot 7, 
of said section 3. 

Said applicant submitted several affidavits, in which it is 
alleged that the applicant for patent, and his grantors, have 
held and worked the premises described in said application 
for patent for the last nineteen years. That the value of 
labor and imi^rovements upon said tract, that have been 
made since 1861, is thirty-five thousand dollars in gold 
coin; and that said tract has been continuously worked as 
a placer claim since 1861. 

it appears from the certificate of the Becorder and er- 
offido Auditor of Placer County, Cai., that the grantors of 
the applicant for patent have paid taxes upqn their mining 
claim situate upon said tract for the years 1868, 1869 and 
1870. 

In view of the circumstances of the case as hereinbefore 
recited, you will call upon said Central Pacific railroad 
company to relinquish to the United States the said W. i 
Lot 7, Sec. 3., T. 15, N. E. 10, E. Mt. Do. Mer. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummonb, Commissioner. 



Cancellation of Entry made "while Suit -was Pending in 

Court. 

DEPABTMEirr OF TEDB InTBRIOB, 

Genbral liAJXD Office, Washington, D.O., Oct. 23, 1878. 
Begister and Beceiver, Central CUyy Colorado : 

Gentlemen: It appears from your letter of the twenty- 
third of July last, that on the sixth of November, 1872, D. 
E. Dulaney nled with you an application for ]^atent for 675 
feet of the Hidden Treasure lode, Griffith mining district, 
Clear Creek County, Colorado. 

On the thirteenth of December, 1872, L. D. C. Gaskill 
et al,, filed with you an application for patent for 900 linear 
feet of the Saco lode, situate in the same district. 

On the fourth of January, 1873, L. D. C. Gaskill et aZ., 
the applicants for patent for the Saco lode, filed with you 
an adverse claim against the application of Mr. Dulaney 
for patent for the Hidden Treasure lode, alleging a conflict 
between the said applications for patent. 
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The applicants for patent for the Saco lode commenced 
suit against the applicant for patent for the Hidden Treas- 
ure lode within the prescribed time after said adverse claim 
was filed, and said suit is still pending and undetermined. 

The premises described in said applications for patent 
being in litigation, a suit having been instituted upon an 
adverse claim filed by one applicant against the other, no 
entry should have been permitted by either party until a 
final decree of the court had been rendered in the matter. 

The entry of the Saco lodcj made March 3, 1873, has this 
day been cancelled. 

You will inform all parties in interest, and acknowledge 
the receipt hereof. 

Very respectfully. 

Your obedient servant, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Placer Claims Enfbraoing Five-Aore Lots must be Sur- 

, veyed. 

Depabtmekt of thb Intbbiob, 
Oenbbal liAiiD Office, Washingtoi^, D. C, Oct. 23, 1873. 

Register and Beceiver^ Sacramento, California: 

Gentlemen: This office has examined the papers in case 
of the application of Joseph Immer, for patent for certain 
Dlacer mining land in Section 12, T. 11, N. B. 9 E., Mt. Do. 
Mer., Miner^ Entry No. 140. 
It is observed that said entry embraces two five-acre lots. 
The smallest legal subdivisions of the public lands is a ten 
acre tract, and it will therefore be necessary for Mr. Immer 
to have a survey made of the premises for which he has 
made application for patent. 
Very respectfuUv, 

X our obedient servant, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



After a Hearing and Entry by Agricultural Claimant, a 
Case camiot be Reopened oix Aooount of Minerals in 
the Ifand. 

DEPABTMEirr or the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. 0., Oct. 25, 1873. 

Messrs. Pike and Johnson, Washington, D. C: 

Gentlemen : On the eighteenth instant, you filed the affi- 
davits of Wm. Delaney, Michael Lont ana James Ean, al- 
leging the mineral character of the S. W. i of N. E. i, the 
N. W. i of S. E. i, the N. E. i of S. W. J and the S. E. J 
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of N. W. h Sec. 18, T. 19, N. E., 4 E., Mt. Do. Mer., the 
same being embraced by cash entry No. 4668, made by 
Andrew Gardella on the fourteenth of March, 1871. 

It appears that on the fifteenth of November, 1869, a de- 
cision was rendered by this oflSce, upon testimony sub- 
mitted at a hearing held after due notice, that the tracts 
embraced by Mr. Gardella's entry were agricultural and not 
mineral in character. 

One of the parties who files his affidavit alleging the min- 
eral character of said tracts, was cited to appear and did 
appear at the hearing held in 1869. 

The land having been adjudged agricultural, and Mr. 
Oardella having made entry thereof in accordance with said 
decision, the case cannot now be reopened. 

Mr. Gardella's case will be passed for patenting upon the 
receipt of his non-mineral affidavit. 
Very respectfully, 

X our obedient servant, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



The First Applicant receives Patent for Ck>nflicting 
Ground vrhen Second Application is niEide after Ex- 
piration of Publication of Notice. 

Department of the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washingten, D.C, Oct. 27, 1873. 

Begister and Receiver^ Central City, Colorado : 

Gentlemen: The papers transmitted with your letter of 
the twenty-ninth August last, have been examined. 

The following appear to be the facts in the case. 

On the first August, 1871, John F. Hardesty filed an ap- 
plication for patent for 400 linear feet of the Jones and 
Matteson, Kansas, or Nevada lode, Colorado. 

Against this application for patent an adverse claim was 
filed by Spanner, Bomer, and Olauson. 

The adverse claimants subsequently conveyed the prop- 
erty claimed by them, to Nathaniel Young, wno commenced 
suit against Mr. Hardesty, and re-conveyed the premises 
which he had purchased from the ori^nal adverse claim- 
ants, to them. Glauson, one of the original adverse claim- 
ants, subsequently conveyed his interest to Theodore 
Nelson, who, with the other two original adverse claimants, 
filed in your office a written withdrawal of the adverse claim 
filed against said application. 

On the twenty-fourth January last, you were instructed 
to allow Mr. Hardesty to proceed with his said application, 
upon his filing with you a copy of the deed from K. Young 
to Spaimer, Bomer, and Clauson, a copy of the deed from 
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Glauson to Nelson, and a certificate of the clerk of the 
court, that no suit was pending bringing into question the 
title to the premises applied for. 

On the fifth February last, you informed this office that 
all the papers required had bieen filed with jovl. 

At the time, Mr. Hardesty was in condition to proceed 
with his application for patent. 

On the tenth February, 1873, John Powell filed with you 
an application for patent for 300 linear feet of the Philadel- 
phia lode. Accompanying said application were filed a copy 
of the field notes of survey and a plat, which had been 
proved by the Surveyor-general of Colorado, on the thir- 
tieth January. 

Mr. Hardestv procured a survey of his said claim, and 
the plat and field notes of such survey were approved on 
the tenth April, 1873. 

The survey of Mr. Hardesty's claim, showed a confiict 
between the two applications, and Mr. Hardesty, on the 
twelfth April, 1873, filed an adverse claim against Mr. Pow- 
ell's application for patent, and commenced suit within the 
time prescribed bv the mining act of May 10, 1872. 

In view of all these facts in the case, you inquire whether 
Mr. Hardesty can be permitted to make entry of the entire 
premises described in his application. 

Mr. Powell having failed to file an adverse claim against 
Mr. Hardesty's application for patent, within the ninety 
days prescribed by the act of July 26, 1866, and no conflict 
having been allied between the rhiladelphiaand the Jones 
and Matteson, ]£tnsas, or Nevada lodes, within the ninety 
days notice of publication, the application of Mr. Hardesty 
cannot be delated by reason of an alleged conflict between 
said lodes, which, for the first time, is asserted more than 
eighteen months after Hardesty had made application for 
patent. 

You will therefore permit Mr. Hardesty to make entry of 
the premises, as described in his application for patent, 
upon full compliance with the law and instructions. 

You will inform all parties in interest, and acknowledge 
the receipt hereof. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 
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Prooeedlngs -when Suit has been decided in favor of 

Applicant for Patent. 

DsPABTBfBNT OF THE IlTTEBIOB, 

GENEBAJi Laio) Offioe, Washington, D. G., Oct. 30, 1873. 
H. B. MoBSE, Esq., Central CUy, Colorado: 

Sib : In reply to your letter of the eighteenth instant, I 
haye to state that the records of the local land office at Cen- 
tral City, Colorado, will show the present status of the 
application of Jacob Tascher for patent for the Alger lode. 

On the fourth March, 1872, the Register and Beoeiyer 
were directed to suspend proceedings in the case, awaiting 
the final determination of a suit commenced by Mr. Mel* 
Ion, upon an adyerse claim, asserted by him against said 
application for patent. 

If, as you state, the suit commenced against the applicant 
for patent, has been decided in f ayor of the applicant, a copy 
of the decree of the court in the case should be filed with 
the Begister and Beceiyer, and a certificate of the clerk of 
the court that no suit is pending against said applicant 
brought by the adyerse claimant, bringing into question the 
title to said property. 

Upon the filing of these papers with the Begister and Be- 
ceiyer, they will allow the entry to be made. 

Very respectfully, your obedient seryant, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Copies of Deeds, or an Abstract of Title and Copy of 
liOcat^on, to be Filed -with an Adverse Claim. 

Depabtment of the Intebiob, 
Gekebal Land Office, Washington, D. C, Oct. 81, 1873. 

Messrs. Hempstead & Ejbepatbige, SaU Lake CUy^ Utah: 

Gentlemen : In reply to your communication of the 
twenty-third instant, I haye to state that an adyerse claim- 
ant to an application for patent for a mining claim, should 
file with the other papers which go to make up his adyerse 
claim, either an abstract of title to the premises claimed by 
him, together with a copy of the ori^nal notice of location, 
or certified copies of the original notice of location, and the 
deeds of conyeyanco tracing the right of possession from 
the original locators to such adyerse claimant. 

Where an abstract of title is furnished, instead of copies 
of the original deeds, such abstract should be full and com- 
plete, and properly attested by the seal of the Becorder. 

Very respectfully, 

xour obedient seryant, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 
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Prooeedlngs -when the Affidavits of Parties vrho Posted 
Notice and Diagram cannot be Obtained. 

DEPABTMEirr OF THE ImTEBIOB, 

General Land Office, Washington, D. C, Nov. 4, 1873. 

Regist&r cmd Beceiver, Central CUy^ Colorado; 

Gentleicen : The applicant for patent for the Fingel lode, 
Griffith mining district, Colorado, infonns this office that 
he is unable to famish the affidavits of the parties who 

Sosted the notice and diagram upon said lode, one being 
ead, and the other having left the district. 
Mr. Brown informs this office that he can famish the affi- 
davits of responsible and credible persons who are cog- 
nizant of the facts, that sach notice and diagram were doty 
^posted upon the claim, and that the same remained posted 
for the period of time required by law. 

In view of the circumstances of this case, you will receive 
the affidavits of at least two credible persons, in proof of 
such posting, who are cognizant of the facts. This is not to 
be treated as a precedent in other chses. 

Very respectfully. 

Tour obedient servant, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 



Homestead Entries may be Canceled any Time Before 
Patents Issue, if Valuable Mineral Deposits are 
ShoiTTn to have been Included. 

Dbpabtment of the Intbbiob, 
Genebal Land Office, Washington, D,0., Nov 11, 1878. 

P. B. SiBLET, Esq., Seneca^ Mssouri: 

Sib: Bef erring to your letter of the thirteenth ult., I have 
to state, that where lands containing valuable mineral de- 
posits have been included in a homestead entry, said entry 
will be canceled at any time prior to issuance of patent, 
upon satisfactory evidence of the existence of such valuable 
deposits. 

in case mineral deposits are discovered after the patent 
has isaned to a party claiming under the laws regulating the 
disposal of agricultural lands, they {>ass with the patent, 
and this office has no further jurisdiction in the matter, the 
lands no longer being a part of the public domain. 

Very respectfully, 

Your obedient servant, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 
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Proceedings in oase Notioe "was Published in one paper 
Seven Weeks, and in another paper is^o Weeks. 

DePABTMENT of the Im^ERIOR, 

General Land Office, Washington, Nov. 12, 1873. 
Begister and Receiver y Sacramento, California : 

« 

Gentlemen: This office has examined the papers in case 
of the application of Michael McBride for patent for the 
Secret Canon quartz mine, California. 

It appears that this application for patent was filed in your 
office, on the third October, 1872, and that thereupon the 
Begister ordered the notice of such application to be pub- 
lished for the period of sixty days, in the Stars and Stripes, 
a newspaper published at Auburn, Calif omia. 

By the affidavit of John B. Winders, it appears that said 
notice was published in the Stars and Stripes, for the period 
of forty-nine days, to wit: from the tentn October to the 
twenty-eighth November, 1872. 

It appears that the same notice was published in the 
Placer Herald, a newspaper published at Auburn, California, 
from the seventh to the fourteenth day of December, 1872. 

The mining act of May 10, 1872, makes it the duty of the 
Begister of the land office, upon the filing of an appHcation 
for patent for a mining claim, to '^ publish a notice that 
such appUoation has been made, for the Deriod of sixty days, 
in a newspaper to be by him designated as published near- 
est to said claim." , 

In the case under consideration, the notice was published 
in one paper for a portion of the sixty days, and in another 
paper tne notice was published fourteen days. 

This office is only authorized to issue patents for mining 
claims, in cases where the mining acts have been strictly 
compUed with. 

The ruining act provides that the notice shall be published 
in a newspaper to be desi^ated by the Begister as pub- 
lished nearest to the claim, m order to give all parties proper 
and sufficient notice that such application has been made, 
to the end that persons holding interests which would be 
adversely affected by the issuance of the patent as applied 
for, may file adverse claims, if they desire to do so. 

The notice of intention to apply for a patent in this case, 
was not published in accordance with the law, and no pat- 
ent can issue upon the application as it now stands, and 
said application is accordingly rejected. 

You will inform the applicant tnat it will be necessary for 
him to commence de novo, and proceed with his application, 
in accordance vnth the law and instructions. Of course, 
no new survey will be required. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 
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Size of Iron Ore Claims Regulated by Local loLvrB, if 

Ijooated Prior to May 10, 1872. 

Defabtmekt of the Intebiob, 
Genebal Land Office, Washington, D. C, Nov. 18, 1873. 

Silas Eeed, Esq., Surveyor-general, Wyoming: 

Snt : Li yonr letter of the thirteenth ultimo, you state that 
Mr. Thomas Ogg Shaw holds by purchase a tract of land 
containing a valuable deposit of iron, and that the claim is 
a vein or lode claim, and ask how it will be necessary for 
Mr. Shaw to proceed to obtain government title to said 
mine. 

Lands containing valuable deposits of iron can only be 
entered and patented under the mining acts of Congress. 
The proceedings to obtain patent for a vein or lode of 
quartz, or other rock in place, bearing iron, are the same 
as those required in cases of applications for patents for 
lodes or veins bearing gold, silver, copper, etc., as fully 
set forth in the inclosed circular of June 10, 1872, para- 
graphs 27 to 43 inclusive. 

If the claim was located prior to May 10, 1872, the size of 
the claim, both as regards tne length and width, is regulated 
by the local laws,' customs, and rules. If the claim was 
discovered since May 10, 1872, the size of the claim is limited 
by the act bearing date the tenth May, 1872. 

Very respectfully, etc. 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 



Certifioate of Improvements in oase Plaoer Claims 

embrace Legal Subdivisions. 

Defabtmekt of the Intebiob, 
Oenebal Land Office, Washington, D. C, November 20, 1873. 

Begister and Receiver, Fairplay, Colorado : 

Gentlemen : In reply to your letter of the eleventh inst., 
I have to state that where a placer claim is situate upon sur- 
veyed lands, and conforms to legal subdivisions thereof, 
no survey or pUt is re(j[uired of the claim, and proof of im- 

i)rovements may consist of affidavits of parties who are 
amiUar with «ie claim, and who can testify nnd^tandingly 
in regard to the character and amount of improvements. 

Very respectfully, 

W. W. CuBTis, Acting Commissioner. 
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CIRCULARS AND FORMS 



CIRCULAR INSTRUCTIONS 

ISSUED UNDER THE SEVERAL MINING 

ACTS OP CONGRESS. • 



In Relation to Mining Claims under the Aot of Ck>ngTe8S 

approved July 26, 1866. 

Depabtment of the Intebior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D.C., Jan. 14, 1867. 

Gentlemen : Herewith will be found the act of Congress 
approved twenty-sixth July, 1866, ** granting the right of 
way to ditch ana canal owners over tne pubuo lands, and 
for other purposes." 

By the first section of this act, all the mineral lands of 
the TJnited States, surveyed and unsurveyed, are laid open 
to ^'aU citizens of the United States, and to those who have 
declared their intention to become such, subject to statutory 
regulations, "* and also ''to the local customs or rules of 
miners, in the several mining districts, not in conflict with 
the laws of the United States." 

It therefore becomes your duty, in limine^ to acquaint 
yourselves with the local mining customs and usages in the 
district in which you may be caUed upon to do those official 
acts which are required by law, whether the same are 
reduced to authentic written form, or are to be ascertained 
bv the testimony of intelligent miners, which you are to 
obtain as occasion may require and justify. In acting upon 
individual claims, a perfect record thereof is to be care- 
fully taken and preserved by the Register and Receiver, and 
to be accompanied by a diagram or plat, fixing the out 
boundaries of the district in which such customs and usages 
exist. 

The second section of the act declares that ''whenever 
any person, or association of persons, claim a vein or lode 
of quartz or other rock in place, bearing gold, silver, cin- 
nabar, or copper, having previously occupied and improved 
the same, according to the local customs or rules of miners 
in the district where the same is situated, and having ex- 
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pended in actual labor and improyements thereon, an 
amount of not less than one thousand dollars, and in regard 
to whose possession there is no controversy or opposing 
claim, it shall and may be lawful for said claimant, or asso- 
ciation of claimants, to file in the local land office a dia- 
gram of the same, so extended laterally or otherwise, as to 
conform to ihe local laws, customs, and rules of miners, 
and to enter such tract and receive a patent therefor, grant- 
ing such mine, together with the right to follow such vein 
orlode, with its dips, angles, and variations, to any depth, 
although it may enter the land adjoining, which land ad- 
joining shall be sold subject to this condition." 

Mining claims may be entered at any district land office 
in the United States, under this law, by any person, or asso- 
ciation of persons, corporate or incorporate. In making 
the entry, however, such a description of the tract must be 
filed as will indicate the vein or lode, or part or portion 
thereof claimed, together with a diagram representing, hj 
reference to some natural or artificial monument, the posi- 
tion and location of the claim and the boundaries thereof, 
so far as such boundaries can be ascertained. 

First. In all cases, the number of feet in len^h claimed 
on the vein or lode, shall be stated in the application filed 
as aforesaid, and the lines limiting the length of the daim 
shall, also, in all cases, be ex}iibited on the diagram, and 
the course or direction of such end lines, when not fixed by 
agreement with the adjoining claimants, nor by the local 
customs or rules of tne miners of the district, shall be 
drawn at ri^ht angles to the ascertained or apparent general 
course of the vein or lode. 

Second. Where, by the local laws, customs, or rules of 
miners of the dislxict, no surface ground is permitted to 
be occupied for mining purposes, except the surface of the 
vein or lode, and the walls of such vein or lode are nnas- 
certained, and the lateral extent of such vein or lode un- 
known, it shall be sufficient, after giving the description 
and diagram aforesaid, to state the fact that the extent 
of such vein or lode cannot be ascertained by actual 
measurement, but that the said vein or lode is bounded on 
each side by the wall of the same, and to estimate the 
amount of ground contained between the given end lines 
and the unascertained walls of the vein or lode; and in such 
case the patent will issue for all the land contained between 
such end lines and side walls, with the right to follow such 
vein or lode, with all its dips, Angles, and variations, to any 
depth, although it may enter the land adjoining : Provided^ 
The estimated quantity shall be equal to a horizontal plane 
bounded hj the given end lines, and the walls on the sides 
of such vein or lode. 
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Tliird. Where, by the local laws, customs, or rales of 
miners of the district, no surface ground id permitted to be 
occupied for mining purposes, except the surface of the 
Toin or lode, and the walls of such veins or lode are ascer- 
tained and well known, such wall shall be named in the 
description, and marked in the diagram, in connection with 
the end lines of such claims. 

Fourth. Where, by the laws, customs, or rules of miners 
of the district, a ^ven quantity of surf^ice groiind is fixed 
for the purpose of mining or milling the ore, the aforesaid 
diagram and description in the entry shall correspond with 
and include so much of the surface as shall be allowed by 
such laws, customs, or rules for the purpose aforesaid. 

Fifth. In the absence of uniform rules in any mining 
district limiting the amount of surface to be used for min- 
ing purposes, actual and peaceable use and occupation for 
mining or milling purposes shall be regarded as evidence 
of a custom of miners authorizing the same, and the ground 
so occupied and used in connection with the vein or lode, 
and being adjacent thereto, may be included within the 
entry aforesaid, and the diagram shall embrace the same as 
appurtenant to the mine. 

Where the claimant or claimants desire to include within 
their entry and diagram any surface ground beyond the 
surface of the vein, it shall be necessary, upon nling the 
application, to furnish the Begister of the land office with 
proof of the usage, law, or custom under which he or they 
claim such surface ground, and such evidence may consist 
either of the written rules of the miners of the district, or 
the testimony of two credible witnesses to the uniform 
custom, or the actual use and occupation as aforesaid, which 
testimony shall be reduced to writing by the Eegister and 
Receiver, and filed in the Register's office with the applica- 
tion, a record thereof to be made, as contemplated under 
the first head in the foregoing. 

By the third section of the act it is required that upon 
the filing of the diagram, as provided in the second section, 
and posting the same in a conspicuous place on the claim, 
with notice of intention to apply for a patent, the Register 
shall publish a notice of the same in a newspaper nearest 
the location of said claim, which notice shall state name of 
the claimant, name of mine, name of adjoining claimants 
on each end of the claim, the district and county in wnich 
the mine is situated, informing the public that application 
has been made for a patent for same, the Register also to 
post such notice in his office for ninety days. 

Thereafter, should no adverse claim have been filed, and 
satisfactory proof should be produced that the diagram 
and notice have been posted in the manner and for the 

16 
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period stipalated in the statute, it will become the dutj of 
the Surveyor-general, upon application of the party, to sur- 
rey the premises, and make plat thereof, indorsed with his 
approval, designating the number and description of the 
location, the value of the labor and improvements, and 
the character of the vein exposed. As preliminary to the 
survey, however, the Surveyor-general must estimate the 
expense of surveying, platting, and ascertain from the 
Begister the cost of the publication of notice, the amount 
of all of which must be deposited by the applicant for sur- 
vey with anj Assistant United States Treasurer, or desig- 
nated depository in favor of the United States Treasurer, 
to be passed to the credit of the fund created by " individ- 
ual depositors for the surveys of the public lands." Dupli- 
cate certificates of such deposits must be filed with the Sur- 
veyor-general for transmission to this office, as in the case 
of deposits for surveys of public lands, under the tenth sec- 
tion of the act of Congress, approved May 30, 1862, and 
joint resolution of July 1, 1864. 

After the survey thus paid for shall have been duly exe- 
cuted, and the plat thereof approved by the Surveyor- 
general, designating the number and the description of the 
h>cation, accompanied by his official certificate of the value 
of the labor and improvements, and character of the vein 
exposed, with the testimony of two or more reliable persons 
cognizant of the facts on which his certificate may be founded 
as to the value of the labor and improvements, the party 
claiming shall file the same with the Register and Beceiver, 
and thereupon pay to the said Receiver five dollars per acre 
for the premises embraced in the survey, and shall file with 
those omcers a triplicate certificate of deposit, showing the 
payment of the cost of survey, plat, and notice, with satis- 
factory evidence, which shall be the testimony of at least two 
credible witnesses, that the diagram and notice were posted 
on the claim for a period of ninety days, as required by law 
and as contemplated in the foregoing. Thereupon it shall 
be the duty of the Begister to transmit to the General Land 
Office said plat, survey, and description, with the proof 
indorsed as satisfactory by the Begister and Beceiver, so 
that a patent may issue if the proceedings are found regu- 
lar, but neither the plat, survey, description, nor patent 
shall issue for more than one vein or lode. 

The unity of the surveying system is to be maintained bv 
extending over the mining disiricts the rectangular method, 
as least so far as township lines are concerned. 

The contemplated surveys of the mineral lands will be 
made by district deputies, under contracts, according to 
the mode adopted in the survey of the public lands and 
private land claims, embracing in them all such veins or 
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lodes as will be called for by claimants entitled to have them 
surveyed. 

In consideration of the very limited scope of snrveyihg 
involved in each mining claim, the per mileage allowed by 
law may not be adequate to secure the services of scientific 
surveyors, and hence the necessity of resorting to a per diem 
principle, it being the most equitable under the circum- 
stances. 

The Surveyor-general is, therefore, hereby authorized 
to commission resident mineral surveyors for di£ferent dis- 
tricts where, isolated from each other, and absolutely in- 
convenient for one surveyor promptly to attend to the several 
calls for surveying in such localities, the compensation not 
to exceed ten dollars per diem, including all expenses inci- 
dent thereto. Such surveyors shall enter into bonds of ten 
thousand dollars for the faithful performance of their duties 
in the survey of such claims as the Surveyor-general may 
be required to execute in pursuance of the aforesaid law 
and these instructions. 

. The fourth section contemplates the location and entry 
of a mine upon unsurveyed lands, stipulating for the sur- 
veys of public lands to be adjusted to the lines of the claims, 
according to the location, and possession, and plat thereof. 
In surveying such claims, the Surveyor-general is authorized 
to vary from the rectangular form to suit the circumstances 
of the country, local rules, laws, and customs of miners. 
The extent of the locations made from and after the passage 
of the act shall, however, not exceed two hundred feet m 
length along the vein for each locator, with an additional 
claim for discovery to the discoverer of the lode, with the 
right to follow such vein to any depth, with all its dips, 
variations, and angles, together with a reasonable quantity 
of surface for the convenient working of the same as fixed 
by local rules. Provided, No person may make more than 
one location on the same lode, and no more than three thou- 
sand feet shall be taken in any one claim by any association 
of persons. 

The deputy surveyors should be scientific men, capable 
of examining and reporting fully on every lode they will 
survey, and to bring in duplicate specimens of the ore, one 
of which you will send to this office, and the other the Sur- 
veyor-general will keep, to be ultimately turned over with 
the surveying archives to the State authorities. 

The surveyors of mineral claims, whether on surveyed or 
unsurveyed lands, must designate those claims by a progres- 
sive series of numbers, beginning with No. 37, so as to 
avoid interference in that respect with the regular sectional 
series of numbers in each township ; and shall designate 
the four corners of each claim, where the side lines of the 
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same are known, so that such comers can be giyen by either 
trees, if any are found standing in place, or any comer rocks 
exist in place, or posts may oe set diagonally and deephr 
imbedded, with four sides facing adjoining claims, suffi- 
ciently flattened to admit of inscriptions thereon ; but where 
the comers are unknown, it will be sufficient to place a 
well-built, solid mound at each end of the claim. The be- 
ginning corner of the claim nearest to any comers of the 
public surveys is to be connected by course and distance, 
so as to ascertain the relative position of each claim in ref- 
erence to township and range, when the same have been 
surveyed ; bui in those parts of the survejdng district where 
no such lines have as yet been extended, it will be the duty 
of Surveyors-general to have the same surveyed and marked, 
at least so far as standard and township lines are con- 
cerned, at the per mileage allowed, so as to embrace the 
mineral region, and to connect the nearest corners of the 
mineral claims with the corners of the public surveys. 

Should it, however, be found impracticable to establish 
independent base and meridiaa lines, or to extend town- 
ship lines over the region containing mineral claims required 
to be surveyed under the law, then, and in that case, you 
will cause U> be surveyed, in the first instance, such a claim, 
the initial point of which will start either from a confluence 
of waters, or such natural and permanent objects as will 
unmistakably identify the point of the beginning of the sur- 
vey of the claim, upon which other surveys will depend. 

Sec. 5. Provides that in cases where the laws of Congress 
are silent upon the subject of rules for working mines, 
respecting easements, drainage, and other necessary means 
to the complete development of the same, the local Legis- 
lature of any State or Territory may provide them, and in 
order to embody such enactments into patents, you are 
directed to communicate any such laws to this office. 

Seo. 6. Shoidd adverse claimants to any mine appear be- 
fore the approval of the survey, all further proceedings 
shall be stayed until a final settlement and adjudication are 
had in the courts, of the rights of possession to such claim, 
except where the parties a^ree to settlement, or a portion 
of the premises is not in dispute, when a patent may issue, 
as in other cases. 

Seo. 7. Provides for such additional land districts as may 
be necessary. 

Seo. 8. 'tot the right of way. 

Sec. 9. For the protection of rights to the use of water 
for mining, agricultural, manufacturing, or other purposes, 
for the right of way for the construction of ditches and 
canals; and makes parties constructing such work (after the 
passage of this act) to the injury of settlers, liable in dam- 
ages. 
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Sec. 10. Homesteads made prior to the passage of this 
act, by citizens of the United States, or persons who have 
declared their intention to become citizens, but on which 
lands no valuable mines of gold, silver, cinnabar, or cop- 
per, have been discovered, are protected, so that settlers or 
owners of such homesteads shall have a right of pre-emp- 
tion thereto, in quantity not to exceed one hundred and 
sixty acres, at 11.25 per acre, or to avail themselves of the 
homestead act and acts amendatory thereof. 

Sec. 11. Stipulates that upon the survey of the lands in 
question, the Secretary of the Interior may set apart such 
portions as are clearly agricultural, and thereafter subjects 
such agricidtural tracts to pre-emption and sale, as other 
public lands. 

In order to enable the Department properly to give effect 
to this section of the law, you will cause your deputy-sur- 
veyors to describe in their field notes of surveys, in addi- 
tion to the data required to be noted in the printed Manual 
of Surveying Instructions, on pages seventeen and eighteen, 
the agricultural lands, and represent the same on township 
plats by the designation of ''Agricultural lands." 

It is to be understood that there is nothing obligatorv on 
claimants to proceed under this statute, and that wnere 
they fail to do so, there being no adverse interest, they hold 
the Bame relations to the premises they may be working, 
which they did before the passage of this act, with the ad- 
ditional guarantee that they possess the right of occupancy 
under the statute. 

The foregoing presents such views as have occurred to 
this office, m considering the prominent points of the stat- 
ute, and will be followed by further instructions, as the 
rulings in actual cases, and experience in the administration 
of the statute, may from time to time suggest. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 
To the United States Eegisters and Eeceivers and Survey- 
ors-general. 

[For copy of act of July 26, 1866, see drcnlar dated June 10, 1872.] 



Supplemental to Ciroular of January 14, 1867, in Relation 

to Mining ClaimB. 

[No. 17.] 

Defabtment of the Imterior, 

Gbkebal Land OmcE, June 25, 1867. 

Gentlemen : In the preparation of forms adapted to the 
purchase of mineral interests, under the act of July 26, 
1866, it is found necessary, in connection with circular of 
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January 14, 1867, to direct your attention to the following: 

First. Where the rules of miners do not permit ground to 
be occupied, except the surface of the vein or lode, the 
claims presented may contain less than an acre of ground. 
In such cases, as we do not, in regard to rates, deal with a 
fraction, the price of five dollars is to be paid for the same; 
if the area exceeds that quantity, ten dollars; if more than 
two acres, fifteen dollars, and so on. 

Second. In applications for mineral claims, it will be 
necessary, where a claim contains less than one acre, that 
the agreement expressed should be to pay five dollars for 
the claim. 

Third. Should a party appear as an '^adverse claimant,** 
as contemplated by the sixth section of the act, you will 
require such person to show, by proof, the claim or interest 
he may have in the mine; and should the same be satisfac- 
tory to you, all further proceedings wiU be stayed, until a 
final settlement and adjudication snail be had in the courts. 
But iii case the adverse claimant, after proceedings have 
been stayed, shall fail to institute action in the courts, 
either pending or at their next ensuing session, with a view 
to the final adjustment of the claims, you will proceed with 
the case, as if no objections had been filed. 

Fourth. You will enter all claims under the act in sep- 
arate tract books from those used for agricultural lands — 
dividing the books into townships and ranges, allowing 
about eight pages to each township. 

For the present you will use the blank forms of Abstracts 
of Land Sold and Ilegister of Beceipts in reporting returns, 
making such slight alterations in the headings as the cases 
may demand. Should it be found advisable, in the future, 
to have special abstracts, forms will be prepared and 
printed, and a supply duly transmitted to you. 

You will commence a new series of numbers with the cer- 
tificates — beginning with No. 1 — and continue the same in 
regular order. As no special fee is provided for in the 
statute, you will be allowed one per cent, each on amount 
of purchase money, as in cash sales. The moneys received 
for these claims will be accounted for in the Beceivers* 
returns as cash received from sale of mineral claims. 

Forms of Applications, Certificates, and Beceipts, are 
being printed, and a supply wiU be sent as soon as possible. 

I also append an abstract of duties prescribed in instruc- 
tions of fourteenth January, 1867. 

Very respectfully, 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 
Register and Beceiver U. S. Land Office at . 
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Abstract of Duties prescribed in Mineral Instructions of 

January 14, 1867. 

Claimant to post a notice on the claim, £^^^i» information 
of his in^ntion to apply for a patent. To file a diagram 
with the Eegister, toge&er with the evidence of the rales 
of miners in support of the claim and its extent. After the 
diagram and notice have been posted ninety days, and no 
adverse claim filed, the claimant to apply to Sarveyor-gen« 
eral for survey of the claim, deposit the amount estimated 
by the Surveyor-general to cover the expenses of the sur- 
vey, platting, and notice, with any Assistant United States 
Treasurer, or designated depository, in favor of the United 
States Treasarer, to be passed to the credit of the fund 
created by "Individual Depositors for the Surveys of Pub- 
lic Lands," taking duplicate certificate of deposit, filing one 
with Surveyor-general, to be sent to the General Land 
Office, and retaining the other; and when the survey is ap- 
proved, and diagram thereof, together with the Surveyor- 
general's certificate as to improvements and character of the 
vein exposed, the claimant to pay to the Beceiver the price 
of the claim. 

Register and Beceiver to examine testimony filed by 
claimant, showing the applicability of miner's rules in refer- 
ence to the extent of the claim, which testimony is to be 
reduced to writing, and filed with the claimant's application 
in the Begister's office. Also to examine the returns of sur- 
vey approved by the Surveyor-general and filed by the 
claimant. 

Beceiver to receive from the claimant the price of the 
claim, on his filing with the Be^ster and Beceiver the ap- 
proved plat and certificate of the Surveyor-general, as to 
the value of improvements and character of vein exposed, 
based on testimony by two reliable witnesses. 

Begister's diagram of the claim being filed by the claim- 
ant, the Begister shall publish a notice in a newspaper 
nearest to the claim, naming the mine, claimant, adjoining 
claimants, district, and couniy, informing the public that 
application has been made for a patent. The Begister will 
post the notice in his office for ninety days, and on the pub- 
lisher's presenting his account to the Begister, immediately 
on the expiration of the ninety days, he will transmit it to 
the Surveyor-general; and on the receipt from the claim- 
ants of the Surveyor-general's certificate of the improve- 
ments on the claim, together with plat and other evidence 
of the survey approved, also the Beceiver's receipt for the 
payment for the claim, the Begister will transmit same, 
with proof indorsed by Begister and Beceiver as satisfac- 
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tory, to the Oommissioner of the General Land Office, for 
patent. 

Surveyor-general's duty when no adverse claim is filed, 
proof furnished that the dia^am and notice had been posted 
for ninety days, and on receiving also from the Begister the 
account of the publisher of the notice: The Surveyor-gen- 
eral, when applied to by the claimant for the survey of his 
claim, shall estimate tne expense of the survey, platting, 
and notice, and when a certificate of deposit is med witn 
him by the claimant, he shall order the survey to be made, 
and transmit the certificate of deposit to the General Land 
Office. When the returns of survey are made to the Sur- 
veyor-general's office, he will approve the same, hand the 
necessary evidence thereof to the claimant, to be filed by 
him in the Begister and Eeceiver's office, for examination 
and final preparation of patent certificate by the Begister, 
for transmission to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. The Surveyor-general will also transmit returns of 
the survey to the Commissioner, with the account of the 
Surveyor and that of the publishers of the notice, for direct 
payment from United States Treasury to parties entitled, as 
in the case of payments made out of the funds deposited 
under the tenth section of the act of Congress, approved 
May 30, 1862, and joint resolution of June 1, 1864. 



Ciroular No. 21. 

Dbpabtmsnt of the Iktebiob, 

General Land Office, May 16, 1868. 

Registers and Receivers , V, S. Land Offices : 

Gentlemen : The tenth section of the mining act of July 
26, 1866, provides for homesteads, made prior to the pass- 
age of the act, by citizens of the United States, or persons 
who had declared their intention to become citizens, upon 
lands previously reserved as mineral, and as such excluded 
from survey and sale, but which are properly agricultural, 
no valuable mines of gold, silver, cinnabar, or copper, hav- 
ing been discovered thereon, and which have been improved 
and used by settlers for agricultural purposes. 

These settlers have a right of pre-emption to such land, not 
exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, and may purchase 
the same at the minimum of $1 : 25 per acre, or enter them 
under the homestead law, after they become surveyed, upon 
the usual and proper proceedings in such cases. If the dep- 
uty surveyor returns it as agricultural, and there is no data 
to the contrary, and no one nles an affidavit of it being more 
valuable for mineral than for agricultural uses, the settler 
will be allowed to enter it under the provisions of said tenth 
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section. If an* affidavit is filed alleging the land to be min- 
eral, a trial must be had to determine whether it is ,more 
valuable for miningpurposes than for agricultural. In such 
cases a dav will be fixed for the hearing, giving to the claim- 
ant and to the party filing the affidavit sufficient notice to ena- 
ble them to be present with their witnesses ; and when the 
tract had been occupied for agrictdtural purposes, and im- 
proved as such, before the twenty-sixth of July, 1866, the 
burden of proof will be upon the party seeking to establish 
its mineral character, and the testimony should be of a na- 
ture clearly proving the truth of such allegations, before a 
decision is rendered against the right of the settler to enter 
the land. 

Should the deputy surveyor return the land as mineral, 
the settler will be required to furnish satisfactory proof oif 
the error of such return prior to entering the premises 
claimed under said tenth section. 

The return of a deputy surveyor, although entitled to 
respect as coming from a sworn officer, is not to be taken 
as conclusive in these cases, when disputed, but the matter 
must be investigated by the examination of witnesses, capa- 
ble from experience and observation, and from previous ex- 
amination, to testify understandingly in reference to the ex- 
istence of minerals upon any particular tract, and whether 
the deposit is of sufficient extent to render it more valuable 
for mining than for agriculture. 

When lands of the character contemplated by said tenth 
section have not yet been filed upon, you should satisfy 

Jrourselves as to which class they belong before taking steps 
ooking to their disposal. 

The eleventh section of the mining act authorizes the 
Secretary of the Interior, . after the survey of lands previ- 
ously reserved as mineral, to designate and set apart such 
portions of them as are clearly agricultural, which are made 
subject to pre-emption and disposal as other public lands 
of the United States. 

To give effect to this section, the Surveyors-general in 
the mining States and Territories have been instructed to 
require their deputies to describe in their field notes, and 
designate on township plats such lands as are agricultural. 
After the filing of the plats in the district land offices, if no 
^counter affidavits are presented, the tracts designated 
" agricultural lands" may be filed upon under the pre-emp- 
tion, or taken under the homestead laws ; but pre-emptors 
will not be permitted to prove up and enter until after such 
a period of actual settlement and cultivation as shall show 
good faith — say not less than six months from the date of 
settlement embraced in the filing of the declaratory state- 
ment ; and if before the expiration of such time an affidavit 
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is filed alleging the mineral character of the particular tract 
claimed, a &ial mast be had before an entry is made, to de- 
termine that question. 

It is not doubted that in every township there are tracts 
of land more valuable for farms aud gardens than for min- 
ing purposes, and the object of the law is to segregate these 
from the mineral, and dispose of them as agricultural. 

Errors of judgment may sometimes occur, but as a gen- 
eral rule, it is believed a careful examination will enable 
claimants to act with safety in reference to these lands, and 
although they may be put to the necessity of proving their 
chief value to be for purposes of agriculture, U an oppos- 
ing affidavit filed any time before entry, yet where reason- 
able precaution has been exercised, such proof seldom fails, 
at least as to the whole tract filed upon, and if a profitable 
mine were to be discovered upon a part of the premises, it 
would only enhance the value of the remaining portion. 

Affidavits alleging pai*ticiilar lands to be more valuable as 
mineral than as arable, must apply to each of the smallest 
legal subdivisions. Of a quarter section, one hundred and 
twenty acres may be mineral, and the remaining forty ara- 
ble, and the mineral character of the former is no reason 
why the latter should not be entered as agricultural. Nor 
is it sufficient that such affidavits are based upon opinion 
or belief. They must contain a statement of facts within 
the knowledge of deponents, derived from actual observa- 
tion or examination, furnishing a strong presumption that 
the particular subdivision is mineral land, and more valua- 
ble as such than as agricultural. Mere speculation, based 
upon no positive knowledge, and disclosing no material 
facts, will not be received, and claimants ought not be put 
to the trouble and expense of meeting affidavits of tnis 
character. There should be the utmost good faith required 
from both sides. Lands more valuable for mineral than 
for other purposes, are not to be taken under the pre-emp- 
tion or homestead laws; nor, on the other hand, are parties 
to be intimidated from making settlements upon, and ulti- 
matelv entering under these laws, such lands as are most 
useful for agricultural purposes, simply because valuable 
mineral lands may lie in the immediate viciniiy. Both 
classes of lands are to be disposed of under their appro- 
priate laws, and neither interest is to be subordinated to 
the other, to the detriment of the public welfare. 

If the land officers in the various districts have reason to 
believe that mineral affidavits are being placed on timber 
land on which no mineral has been found, for the purpose 
of keeping the same from settlement until after the timber 
has been removed, they will inform the parties filing such 
papers that affidavits in which it is not alleged that either 
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gold, silver, cinnabar, or copper, have been f oand, are in- 
sufficient; and however specihc and full such affidavits may 
be, they are not to be deemed conclusive as to the matters 
alleged. Any settler filing an affidavit of a contrary char- 
acter, and desiring to enter the particular tract as agricul- 
tural land, is entitled to have the question examined, and 
on proving it to be more valuable as arable than as mineral, 
may file upon it under the pre-emption, or enter it under 
the homestead law, and in due time consummate the title. 
It matters not whether the precious metals are found in 
quartz ledges, or in placer or hydraulic mines, if the par- 
ticular subdivisions of the public lands containing them are 
more valuable for mining tnan for agriculture, they cannot 
be entered under the pre-emption or homestead law. If 

{>lacer8 once valuable nave become exhausted, so as no 
onger to be valuable as mines, tl\e land may then be en- 
tered as arable. 

These affidavits are to be filed with the Register, and 
copies transmitted to this office. They are to be registered 
and carefully filed, but need not be recorded. 

In reference to the fees authorized in pre-emption and 
homestead cases, and in proving up the same, you are 
referred to the legal provisions and instructions given in 
the circular from this office, dated September 17, 1867. 

When necessary, all witnesses must be carefully cross- 
examined, in order to elicit the truth, and the testimony, 
with the papers in each case, together with the joint opin- 
ion of the aistrict land officers, will be transmitted to this 
office for examination and review. 

Respectfully, 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 



Circular. 



Depabtvent of the Inteeiob, 

General Land Office, July 25, 1870. 

Gektlemen: Information has been called for as to the 
f^es to which Begisters and Receivers are entitled for serv- 
ices in acting upon mining claims. The following is there- 
fore communicated for the government of all concerned : 

In the fifteenth section oi the act of Congress approved 
July 9, 1870, "to amend an act granting the right of way 
to ditch and canal owners over the public lands, and for 
other purposes," it is declared *' that Registers and Beceiv- 
ers shall receive the same fees for services under this act 
as are provided by law for like services under other acts of 
Congress." 14 ow, the mining act is substantially a pre- 
emption law, as tiie occupant, under the local customs of 
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miners, is the only person privileged to purchase, and an 
application for a patent under the mining statute assimi- 
lates to a declaratory statement in the case of entries under 
the general pre-emption law. 

It is, therefore, proper to apply the provisions, as to fees 
in general pre-emption cases, to the special pre-emptions 
under the mining act. Hence, Begisters and Keceivers in 
the States of California, Oregon, and Nevada, and in the 
Territories of Washington, Colorado, New Mexico, Arizona, 
Idaho, and Montana, are entitled to charge applicants for 
mining patents, at the date of filing the diagram or making 
the appUcation, the sum of three dollars, being one dollar 
and nifty cents each to the Begister and Beceiver. 

For taking testimony, either in the form of affidavits or 
in writing out the answers of witnesses, they are allowed a 
joint charge of twenty-two and one half cents per hundred 
words, these being the fees specified in the act of Congress 
approved twenty-first March, 1864, "Amendatorv of the 
Homestead Law, and for other pui*poses" (U. S. Statutes, 
vol. 13, p. 35^, which we assimilate to services as to mining 
claims. Then the claimant has to pay the expense of sur- 
veying the claim and making a plat thereof, tne cost of the 
publication of the notice in the newspaper, and five dollars 
per acre for the surface ground embraced by the survey. 

Such are the items of expense incident to obtaining a 
patent for a mining claim, so far as the United States or its 
officers are concerned. 

From the foregoing it will be seen that the fees payable 
to the Begister and Beceiver by the mining applicant are: 

First. One dollar fifty cents to each for filing diagram and 
application. 

Second. Twenty-two and one half cents per hundred 
words for reducing testimony to writing, under the princi- 

Ele laid down in the fourth and sixth sections of the said 
omestead act of March 21, 1864, should the applicant de- 
sire it taken down by those officers, instead of by them- 
selves or other persons in the presence of the land officers. 

The other payments required of applicants for mining 
patents are : 

Third. To the Beceiver, the sum of five dollars and two 
dollars fifty cents per acre, respectively, for lode and placer 
claims, as shown by the final survev; and 

Fourth. A deposit in favor of the U. S. Treasurer, ac- 
cording to existing instructions, of the amount estimated* 
by the Surveyor-general to cover the actual expenses of sur- 
vey, plat, and cost of publication of notice. 

These are the only charges, fees, or emoluments which, 
by law or regulations, the Begister and Beceiver have any 
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right to exact from the mining applicant, and none other 
must be charged or received under any circumstances. 

You are requested to acknowledge the receipt of this 
communication, and to be strictly governed by the terms 
mentioned therein. 

Very respectfully, 

Tour obedient servant, 
Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 
Begister and Eeceiver U. S. Land Office, at . 



Clroular in Relation to the Sxirvey and Entry of Mining 
Claims under the Provisions of the Act of Ck>ngress, 
approved July 26, 1866, and the Act amendatory 
thereof, approved July 9, 1870. 

DSPABTHENT OF THE InTERIOB, 

General Ijand Office, August 8, 1870. 

Gentlemen : The original mining act of July 26, 1866, U. 
S. Statutes^ vol. 14, p. 251, haying been amended in adding 
to its provisions additional sections twelve to seventeen, in- 
clusive, by the act of Congress, approved July 9, 1870, it 
becomes my duty to prescribe for your information and ob- 
servance the following regulations, to wit: 

First. By the twelfth section of the amendatory act, pla- 
cer claims, including all forms of deposit, excepting veins 
of quartz or other rock in place, are made subject to entry 
and patent, imder similar circumstances, conditions, and 
like proceeilings, as contemplated in the original act for 
vein or lode claims. 

Placer claims on surveyed lands, are authorized to be 
entered by legal subdivisions, no special survey or plat in 
such case being required, at the rate of two dollars aad 
fifty cents per acre. In regard to placer claims, however, 
the amendatory law restricts their extent, in respect to loca- 
tions made after the date of its passage, to not exceeding 
one hundred and sixty acres for any one person, or associa- 
tion of persons; such location being required to conform to 
the government surveys, and not to interfere with any bona 
fide pre-emption or homestead claims upon agricultural 
lands. 

Second. The act further provides for the subdivision of 
forty-acre legal subdivisions into ten-acre tracts, and author- 
izes two or more persons, or association of persons, having 
contiguous claims^of any size, although less than ten acres 
each, to make joint enky of such minor subdivisions, all 
bona fide pre-emption or homestead claims upon agricultural 
lands being protected by law. The Surveyors-general are 
therefore hereby authorized to have such subdivisions into 
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ten-acre tracts made by their deputies, when applied for by 
claimants, numbering each ten-acre tract with consecutiTe 
numbers of claims in the township, as in the case of other 
mineral surveys, and if the service is performed by county 
and local surveyors, as authorized by the sixteenth section 
of the amendatory act, it will be the duty of the Surveyor- 
general to verify the surveys so executed, and if found cor- 
rectly done, to adopt the same and certify the fact, append- 
ing his approval, as in cases where surveys are made under 
his own direction. The expense of such subdividing is 
required to be defrayed by the mining claimants. 

Third. In the thirteenth section, it is declared that in the 
absence of any adverse claim where said person or associa- 
tion, they and their grantors, shall have neld and worked 
their said claims for a period equal to the time prescribed 
by the statute of limitations for mining claims of the State 
or Territory where the same may be situated, evidence of 
such possession and working of the claims for such period 
shall be sufficient to establish a right to a patent thereto, 
subject to any lien which may have attached to«such claim 
prior to the issue of said patent. 

The foregoing provision is construed to apply as well to 
lode as to placer claims, and should lessen the amount of 
proof usually required to establish a right to a patent. 

Fourth. In the fourteenth section, it is provided that all 
€X parte affidavits required under the original and amenda- 
tory acts may be verified before any officer auti^orized to 
admi)uster oaths within the land district in which the claims 
are situated. 

Fifth. By the fifteenth section, it is declared that Begis- 
ters and Receivers are entitled to the same fees for services 
in mining cases, as are provided by law for like services 
under other acts of Congress, the rates of allowance being 
specifically given in our circular dated July 25, 1870. 

Sixth. !Bv the sixteenth section, the interdict placed by 
the act of March 3, 1853, "that none other than township 
lines shall be surveyed where the lands are minei*al," is 
repealed; this provision of law being referable to surveys 
in California only; the extension of the lines of future sur- 
veys over the lands mentioned in this section, applies 
exclusively to that State. The requirement, however, in 
the last proviso of the same section, "that nothing herein 
contained shall require the survey of waste or useless 
lands, " is a principle of general application, and Surveyors- 
general will refrain from extending the lines of public sur- 
veys over such waste lands, which are considered to be 
those covered by alkali to a depth calculated to prevent the 
growing of crops, moving sand, or other sandy plains of 
great extent, and abrupt or snowy mountains not known to 
contain mineral deposits. 
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Seventh. Section seventeen anthorizes the extension of 
the rights conferred by sections five, eight, and nine, of the 
original mining act, to all public lands affected by this law, 
and subjects all patents granted, or pre-emptions or home- 
steads allowed, to any vested or accrued water rights, or 
rights to ditches and reservoirs used in connection with 
such water rights, as may have been acquired under, or 
recognized, by the said ninth section, said section declaring 
further, that nothing in the act shall be construed to repeal, 
or in any/way effect, the act panting the right of wa^ and 
other privileges, to aid in tne construction of a draining 
and exploring tunnel to the Gomstock lode, in the State of 
Nevada, approved July 25, 1866, U. S. Statutes, volume 14, 
p. 242. 

Eighth. The per diem allowance to deputy surveyors, in- 
cluding all expenses of assistants for surveys of mineral, 
claims, as stipulated in our circular letter of January 14, 
1867, has been in several cases found quite inaclequate, aiid 
that, consequently, parties in order to induce deputies to 
make the surveys, have found it necessary to pay additional 
sums as on private account. To avoid such results, the 
Surveyors-general are hereby authorized to increase the 
maximum per diem allowance, according to the difficulty of 
the service, taking care, however, to have the work per- 
formed on the most economical scale by skillful and respon- 
sible surveyors, and in no case to exceed a maximum of 
twenty dollars per day. 

In each case where an allowance is made of over ten 
dollars per day, the reasons showing the necessity for doing 
so must be stated in the contract, and then reported to this 
office ; and it must be understood that no extra compensa- 
tion, under any circumstances whatever, is to be exacted or 
received by the deputy under penalty of forfeiting the con- 
tract and exclusion from the public surveying service. 



SPECIAL INSTBUCTIONS RELATIVE TO OBTAINING PATENTS FOB 

MINING CLAIMS. 

With reference to the proceedings necessary to obtain 
patents for lode and placer claims, under the provisions of 
the acts of Congress above mentioned, the following is 
communicated : 

Ninth. The mining enactments limit the right to apply 
for and receive patents for mining claims to patents. 

First. Who have' occupied and improved their claims ac- 
cording to the local customs or rules of miners, or — 

Seccmd. Who have by themselves or their grantors held 
and worked their claim's for a period equal to the time pre- 
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scribed by the statute of limitations for mining claims of 
the State or Territory where the same may be situated. 

Third, Who have expended in actual labor and improve- 
ments upon their respective claims an amount of not less 
than one thousand dollars, and — 

Fourth. In regard to whose possession there is no contro- 
versy or opposing claim. 

Unless 9 therefore, applicants for mining patents are 
properly within these requirements, they are not in a condi- 
tion to avail themselves of the privileges extended by the 
laws referred to. 

THE APPLICATION. 

Tenth. This must be in writing, and must be filed in the 
office of the Register and Eeceiver of the land district in 
which the claim lies. It must distinctly state the name of 
the applicant, and whether the claim is applied for by an 
individual, an association, or an incorporation ; the name 
and extent of the claim ; the character of the orp ; the min- 
ing district, county, and State ; the date of its original lo- 
cation, according to the mining customs ; where the same 
was recorded ; whether the applicant claims as a locator or 
purchaser ; ^ve a description of the premises claimed, and 
the nature of the improvements made or labor performed, 
and finally the application should state that the claimant 
has posted a '' diagram" of the claim in a conspicuous 
place thereon, together with notice of his intention to apply 



for a patent, giving the date of such postin 

Eleventh. With the above application, the claimant must 
file a copy of the '' diagram posted on the claim, which 
diagram must represent the boundaries of the premises, as 
fixed bv the local laws, customs, or rules of miners ; and 
when the claim lies upon surveyed land, it must also show 
its relation to the public surveys. 

Twelfth. Diagrams of placer claims upon surveyed lands 
must represent the subdivision of the public lands which 
the claimant desires to enter, as the act requires such en- 
tries in their exterior limits, to conform to such legal sub- 
divisions. 

Thirteenth. With said diagram must be filed a copy of 
the "notice" posted upon the claim. 

This should state the name of the claimant, describe the 
claim, give the names of adjoining claims, or if none adjoin, 
the names of the nearest claims ; state whether it is a placer 
or rock claim ; if the former, the approximate area, if the 
latter, the estimated extent of surface ground, and the num- 
ber of feet claimed on the course of the vein, distinctly 
stating the name of the lode and the character of the vein 
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exposed ; the mining district, county and State in which it 
lies ; whether upon surveyed or onsnrveyed lands ; if the 
former, in what section, township, and range ; if the latter, 
the location of the claim relatively to some well-known 
natural object or land-mark in the vicinity; and, finally, 
the notice should state that it is the intention of the claim- 
ants to apply for a patent for the premises therein desig- 
nated, and upon which it is posted. 

Fourteenth. There should also be filed with the applica- 
tion satisfactory evidence that the applicant has tne pos- 
sessory right to the claim, agreeably to the local laws or 
customs of miners. This should consist of a certified copy 
of the laws or customs of the miners of the district, in force 
at the date of the location of the claim, and of a certificate 
under seal, of the County or Mining Hecorder, giving a 
copy of the record of the original location of the claim, 
with name or names of the locators, aiid if the applicant 
claims as a purchaser, an abstract of title should be filed, 
tracing the right of possession from the original locators to 
the applicant for patent. Where applicant furnish satis- 
factory evidence that they and their grantors have held and 
worked their claims for a period equal to the time prescribed 
by the statute of limitations of mining claims of the State 
or Territory where the same may be situated, such evidence 
being sufficient to establish a right to a patent for a claim 
so held and worked, upon compliance with the other pro- 
visions of the law and instructions, the proofs enumerated 
under this subdivision (14) of the instructions are not 
required. 

i'if teenth. Proof of citizenship is required. Wh^re the 
applicant is a corporation, a copy of their charter or cer- 
tificate of incorporation may be filed in lieu of evidence of 
citizenship. In case, however, the applicant is an indi- 
vidual or an association of persons unincorporated, affida- 
vits of citizenship or of having filed declarations of intention 
to become cifizens should be filed. 

Sixteenth. Upon filing these papers, the Begister and 
Beceiver will give the same careful examination, and if 
found to be regular, the Begister will order the publication 
of the "Notice" for ninety (90) daj^s, in a newspaper pub- 
lished nearest the location of the claim; but, before ordering 
such publication, the Begister will, in future, require the 
claimant to enter into an agreement with the publisher, to 
the effect that no claim or demand shall be made against 
the United States for the payment of such publication, and 
the Begister will decline to order the publication, until such 
written agreement shall have been filed in his office. The 
cost of the publication of notice, will therefore not be esti- 
mated by the Surveyor-General in future cases. 

17 
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Seventeenth. The Begister will also post copies of the 
said "Notice" and ''Diagram" in his office for nineibv (90) 
days, and upon forwarding the case to this office, will cer- 
tiiy that they were so posted. 

Eighteentn. On the expiration of the ninety days, tiia 
claimant or his duly authorized agent, must file with the 
Begister his 6wn affidavit, supported by that of at least one 
other person cognizant of the lact, that said ''Notice" and 
"Diagram" were posted in a conspicuous place upon the 
claim for the period of ninety consecutive days, giving the 
date of the same. The affidavit of the publisher must also 
be filed, to the effect that the "Notice, a printed copy of 
which should be attached, was published in his newspaper 
for ninety days, giving the dates on which such publication 
commenced and ended, and that he has received payment 
in full for the same. 

Nineteenth. These affidavits may be taken before the 
Begister and Beceiver, or any officer authorized to admin- 
ister oaths within their district, but if taken before a 
magistrate without an official seal, his official character 
must be authenticated under seal by the county clerk, in 
the usual manner. 

Twentieth. If all the proof furnished is satisfactory to 
the Begister and Beceiver, and no adverse claim has been 
filed, those officers will, at the end of the ninety days, so 
inform the applicant for patent, and the Surveyor-general, 
which last named officer will make an estimate of the ex- 
pense of surveying and platting the claim, except in the case 
of placer claims on surveyed land where no further survey 
is required, and when tne claimant shall have deposited 
the amoimt so estimated with any Assistant United States 
Treasurer, or designated depository in favor of the United 
States Treasurer, to be passed to the credit of the fund ere- 
ated bv " individual depositors for surveys of the public 
lands,' and shall have filed with the Surveyor-general one 
of the duplicate certificates of deposit, that offilber will order 
the claim to be surveyed and platted in accordance with 
the regulations of this office governing mineral surveys, ex- 
cept in cases where the claimant has had a preliminary sur- 
vey made by the United States deputy surveyor, for the 
purpose of perfecting the diagram and notice posted on the 
claim, in which case such preliminary survey may be platted 
and adopted by the Surveyor-general for the final survey. 
Copies of plat and field notes of survey are to be sent to tne 
Begister and Beceiver, and to the General Land Office, the 
latter accompanied by the certificate of deposit. 

Twenty-first, The Begister and Beceiver will examine the 
returns of the survey, and, if found satisfactory, will allow 
the entry to be completed at the rate of five dollars per 
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acre, or fraoidonal part of an acre, for lode claims, or 
two dollars and fifty cents per acre for placer claims, and 
transmit all the papers on their files bearing upon the case 
to tKe General Land Office, together with their joint opinion 
thereon, so that a patent may be issued if aU is foond reg- 
ular. 

Twenly-second. In regard to placer claims on snryeyed 
land, where the claimant applies to enter one hundred and 
sixty acres in legal subdivisions, no survey and plat of the 
claim are required ; the entry in that case being allowed to 
be completed at the local land office as soon as satisfactory 
proof has been made after the expiration of ninety days 
notice and publication, provided no adverse claimant has 
appeared in the meantime. 

Twenty-third. Where the claimant of a placer mine de- 
sires the subdivision of a quarter section, the service may 
be performed by county and local surveyors at the expense 
of the claimant, as required by law. 



ADVERSE GLAQCAKTS. 

Twenty-fourth. The sixth section of the mining act of 
July 26, 1866, provides that '^whenever any adverse claim- 
ants to any mine, located and claimed as aforesaid, shall 
appear before the approval of the survey, as provided in 
the third section of this act, all proceedings shall be stayed 
untU a final settlement and adjudication, in the courts of 
competent jurisdiction, of the rights of possession to such 
claim, when a patent may issue as in other cases." ^ 

An opposing claimant must file his adverse notice with 
the Begister and Beceiver, and in order that it may appear 
to those officers whether or not the adverse claim is such a 
one as is contemplated bj the said sixth section, they will 
require the opposing claimant to present his affidavit, set- 
ting out in detail the nature of his adverse claim, stating 
when and how it originated, whether by purchase or by 
location, the names of all the ori^nal locators, with a cer- 
tified copy of the originiJ location from the Mining Be- 
corder's office, and if he claims as a purchaser, an abstract 
of title certified by the said Recorder, tracing the title to 
the possession from the original locators to the claimant, 
should be furnished. 

Such affidavit and accompanying papers will be carefully 
examined by the Begister and Beceiver, and if, in their 
judgment, an adverse claim is made out, they will suspend 
all nirther action on the application for patent, until an ad- 
justment is had in the local courts; if they find otherwise, 
they will refune to suspend, but in either event the papers 
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filed both by the applicant f6r patent, and the adyerse 
claimant, will be referred to this office for review, when the 
decision of the Begister and Beceiver will either be affirmed 
or set aside, and aU parties in interest notified of the result. 

Twenty-fifth. In the case of placer claims npon snryeyed 
lands wnere no suryey is required, the adverse claimant 
idiould appear before the entry is made; but if, from any 
cause, such adverse claimant should be unable to appear 
within the time specified, and should appear before the 
patent is issued, the Begister will, nevertheless, take his 
sworn statement, and transmit it to the General Land Office 
for such action as the Commissioner may deem proper. 

Twenty-sixth. When the parties are notified tnat an ad- 
yerse claim is made out, it then becomes the duty of the 
adverse claimant immediately to commence action in court, 
and to prosecute the same to final judgment or decree, by 
which the further proceedings of this office will be ^y- 
emed; yet in default of such suit being instituted witiun a 
reasonable time, the original claim will be dealt with as if 
no adverse interest had been asserted. 

You will afford ever;;^ facility to parties desiring to avail 
themselves of the privileges accorded by these enactments, 
and when cases are completed promptly report them to this 
office. 

Monthly returns must be made of all entries of lode and 
placer claims, with details specifically showing what lands 
nave been so entered. 

Copies of both the mining acts, of July^ 26, 1866, and 
July 9, 1870, are hereto appended. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Jos. S. Wilson, Commissioner. 
To United States Begisters and Beceivers and Surveyors- 
general. 

Depabthbnt 07 THE Intebiob, August 9, 1870. 
Approved : 

J. D. Cox, Secretaiy. 

[Nan. ~ Copies of the Acts of Jxdy 26, IB66, and July 9, 1870, inU b* 
lonnd with the oiroular dated June 10, 1872.] 
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Instruotioiui. 

DsPABTiCEirr of the Intebiob, 

General Latid OmcE, May 6, 1871. 

Gentlemen: For jour observance in the matter of con- 
troversies between mineral and agricultural claimants, the 
segregation of mineral from agricmtural lands, and the sur- 
vey and entry of placer claims, the following is commu- 
nicated : 



SEGBBGATION OF AGBIGULTUBAL FfiOM MINERAL LANDS— HOW 

THE SAME MAY BE EFFECTED. 

First. The twelfth section of the amendatory act of ninth 
July, 1870, providing for the patenting of placer claims, 
stipulates in the second proviso ''that legal subdivisions of 
forty acres may be subdivided into ten-acre tracts, and iJiat 
two or more persons, or associations of persons, having 
contiguous claims of any size, although suon claims may be 
less than ten acres each, may make joint entry thereof :*' 
the last clause to the third proviso of said section, stipu- 
lating that ''nothing in this section contained shall defeat 
or impair any bonafi/Je pre-emption or homestead claim 
upon agricultui]^ lands, or authorize the sale of the im- 
provements of anj bona fide settler to any purchaser.*' 

Second. The sixteentn section of said act repeals so much 
of the act of third March, 1853, entitled "An Act to pro- 
vide for the survey of the public lands in California, the 
granting of pre-emption rights and for other purposes," as 
provides that none other than township lines shall be sur- 
veyed where the lands are mineral, and extends the public 
surveys over niineral as over agricultaral lands ; the section 
further providing for the subdivision, at the exoense of 
claimants, of surveved lands into lots less than one nundred 
and sixty acres, which may be done by county and local 
surveyors. 

Third. It is thought that under the operation of this law, 
recognizing ten-acre lots as legal subdivisions of the public 
lands in mining regions, much of the difficulty hitherto ex- 
perienced in proving the mineral or non-mineral character 
of lands may be obviated. 

Fourth. Heretofore it was necessary that mineral affida- 
vits should be filed upon each forty-acre tract, that being 
the smallest legal subdivision of public lands : and to dis-. 
prove the mineral character of lands so filed upon, it was 
necessary to establish the fact that such forty-acre tract 
was, as a whole, more valuable for agricultural than for 
mining purposes. 
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Fifth. This it was often found impossible to do, for the 
reason that although parties could be readily produced to 
testify to the fact that one half, or perhaps tmree fourths, 
of a civen tract was only fit for farming, yet inasmuch as a 
small fraction of the land was intersected by a gulch, ray- 
ine, or quartz lode, yielding mineral, the value of which 
deposit there was no definite means of ascertaining, the 
deponents would be unable to testify that the entire forty- 
acre subdiyision was of greater value for farming than for 
mineral purposes. 

Sixth. In this way, although thirty and even thirty-five 
acres in a forty-acre bract might be shown to cofitain no 
mineral whatefver, or none in quantities sufficiently abund- 
ant to be remunerative to the miner, vet, on account of the 
known mineral character of a small fragment of the land, 
the bona fide agriculturist has been debarred from securing 
a title to his land, at least to the extent of that forty-acre 
tract. 

Seventh. Hereafter, when an application is filed at your 
office, to enter land as agricultural, which has been returned 
by the United States deputy-surveyor as mineral, or upon 
wnich mineral affidavits have been filed, you will, at the 
expense of such applicant, publish a notice of such appli- 
cation, for thirty consecutive days, in a newspaper of gen- 
eral circulation published nearest to the land in question, 
or, if in a weekTf paper, for five consecutive weeks, ^ving 
the name and address of the applicant; the designation oi 
each fort]^-acre tract covered by the application; the names 
of any miners or mining companies wnose claims are upon 
the land; the names of the parties who filed the mineral 
affidavits, and when such filing was made; and, finally, the 
notice shoxdd name a day, after the thirty days have expired, 
upon which a hearing wiU be had before the Begister and 
Receiver, to determine the facts as to the mineral or non- 
mineral character of the land, when such witnesses as may 
be brought by the parties in interest will be examined and 
their testimony reduced to writing; and the depositions of 
such witnesses as are unable to be present, from distance, 
infirmihr, or other good cause, will be received and exam- 
ined; after which tne proceedings will be submitted to the 
Oommissioner of the Qeneral Land Office for review, prior 
to a final award of the land. 

Eighth. A copy of this notice must also be posted in a 
conspicuous place upon each forty-acre tract embraced in 
the application, for the period of thirty consecutive days, 
proof of which you will require on the day of the hearing, 
DV the sworn statements of at least two witnesses, one of 
wnom may be the applicant, deponents to state where the 
notice was posted, tne date of posting, and how long con- 
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tinned; and you will also require a copy of the printed 
notice to be nled, with the publisher's amdayit attached, 
stating when the notice was first published and for how 
long. 

Ninth. In eyery case where practicable, in addition to 
the foregoing publication and posting, personal notice must 
be served in the usual manner, upon tne parties who filed 
the mineral affidavits, and upon those who are actually en- 
red in mining upon the land. 

enth. On the dajr of the hearing, you will examine the 
witnesses, with the view of eliciting the truth as to the min- 
eral fir non-mineral character of the land; and in cases 
where it is established that a portion of the land in a forty- 
acre tract is mineral and the remainder agricultural, the 
testimony should be of a nature clearly showing what par- 
ticular portion or portions of the land are actually covered 
by placer or quartz claims, or used in connection tnerewith, 
fis nxed by local customs or rules of miners; and it is here 
suggested that if prior to such hearing the respective par- 
ties can come to an agreement as to the proper boundaries 
of the mineral and agricultural lands in tne same forty-acre 
tract, and file, on the dajjr of the hearing, a diagram and 
description i^howing in what portions of the tract such mines 
and grounds used in connection therewith exist, statins 
whei£er the same are placers, or vein, or lode claims, it wifi 
be of ^eat service to the Begister and Beceiver in actinff 
upon tne case, and to this office in making a proper award 
of the land when the case comes before it for review. 

Eleventh. Where the applicant claims the pre-emption 
right to the land he files upon, you will, at the hearing, 
exact all the proof castomaiy in cases of pre-emption con- 
tests, as required by the law and instructions, and the same 
rule will apply to homestead applicants. 

Twelfth. After the hearing, you will transmit all the pa- ' 
pers filed and testimony taken, together with your joint 
opinion in the premises, to the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office for review, ai^ when the case comes before 
this office, such an award of tne land will be made as the 
law and the facts may justify; and in cases where a survey 
is necessary to set apart; the mineral from the agricultural 
land in any forty-acre tract, the necessary instructions will 
be issued to enable the amcultural claimant, at his own ex- 
pense, to have the work done, at his option, either by 
United States deputy, county, or other local surveyor, as 
authorized by said sixteentn section of the act of ninth 
July, 1870. 

Thirteenth. In making the sur^'ey in pursuance of such 
award by this office, where placer mines exist upon such 
forty-acre tracts, the subdivision must invariably be into ten- 
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acre lots, in the form either of sauares, one side of which is 
ten chains, or in the form of parallelograms, one side of which 
is five and the other twenty chains, as wiU the better em- 
brace such placer claims; but the lines of these surveys 
must not be made to run diagonally to those of the regular 
surveys, but must be parallel and at rig[ht angles therewith, 
BO as to avoid confusion in the description of the remainder 
of the land. 

Fourteenth. In case there exists a vein or lode claim upon 
such forty-acre tract, the subdivision into ten-acre lots is 
Qot imperative, and the survey in such case may be exe- 
cuted in such manner as will segregate the portion of land 
actually containing the mine, and used as surface ground 
for the convenient working thereof, from the remainder of 
the tract, which remainder will be patented to the agricul- 
turist to whom the same may have been awarded, subject, 
however, to the condition that the land may be entered 
upon by the proprietor of any vein or lode for which a pat- 
ent has been issued by the United States, for the purpose 
of extracting and removing the ore from the same, wnere 
found to penetrate or intersect the land so patented as agri- 
cultural, as stipulated by the mining act. 

Fifteenth. Such survey when executed must be properly 
sworn to by the surveyor, either before a notary public, offi- 
cer of a court of record, or before the Register or Beceiver, 
the deponent's character and credibility to be properly 
certified to by the officer administering the oath. 

Sixteenth. Upon the filing of the plat and field notes of 
such survey, duly sworn to as aforesaid, you will transmit 
the same to the Surveyor-general for his verification and 
approval; who, if he finds the work correctlv performed, 
WiU properly mark out the same npon th« original township 
plat in his office, and furnish authenticated copies of such 
plat and description both to the proper local land office and 
to this office, to be affixed to the duplicate and triplicate 
township plats respectively. 

Seventeenth'. In oases wj;iere a portion of a forty-acre 
tract is awarded to an agricultural claimant, and he causes 
the segregation thereof from the mineral portion, as afore- 
said, such agricultural portion will not be given a numerical 
designation as in the case of surveyed mineral claims, but 

will simply be described as the * 'Fractional quarter 

of the quarter of section in township of 

range , meridian, containing acres, the same being 

exclusive of the land adjudged to be mineral in said forty- 
acre tract." 

Eighteenth. The surveyor must correctly compute the 
area of such agricultural portion, which computation will 
be verified by the Surveyor-general. 
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Nineteenth. After tie authenticated plat and field notes 
of the survey have been received from the Surveyor-general, 
this office will issue the necessary order for the entry of the 
laud, and in issuing the Receiver's receipt and Begister's 

§at«nt certificate, you will invariably be governed by the 
escription of the land given in the'order from this office. 
Twentieth. All instructions heretofore issued upon this 
subject, except as herein modified, will be considered as in 
full force. 



ENTRY OP PLACER CLAIMS — WHEN SURVEY IS NECESSARY, AND 

HOW THE SAME SHALL BE EXECUTED. 

Twenly-first. An applicant for a patent for a placer claim 
is required by the act to come within the same conditions 
applicable to claimants of veins or lodes, and the proceed- 
ings prior to the survey are the same in both cases, as is 
fully set forth in the circular instructions fr(ftn this office 
bearing date the 8th August, 1870. 

Twenty-second. After ili^e expiration of the ninety days 
notice given in such cases, proof of which must be made to 
the satisfaction of the Begister, the placer mining claimant, 
where the subdivition of a forty-acre tract is necessary, may 
engage,' under private contract, either a United States 
deputy or a county or local surveyor to perform the work at 
the expense of the claimant; such fortf-acre tracts to be 
invariably laid off into four lots of equal area to suit the 
circumstances of the case, the survey io be executed and 
sworn to in the manner set forth in the thirteenth and 
fifteenth paragraphs hereof, and plat and field notes filed 
in your office. 

Twenty-third, upon the filing of the plat and field notes 
of such survey, duly sworn to, you will transmit the same 
to the Surveyor-general for verification and approval ; who, 
if he finds uie work to have been correctlv executed, will 
give such ten-acre lot, where the same constitutes the entire 
claim, its appropriate numericil designation in the order of 
surveyed mTner J claims in the township, and in cases where 
several of these ten-acre* lots are contiguous and constitute 
one claim, they will not receive separate numbers for each 
lot, but the whole will receive one number in the order of 
mineral claims in the township. 

Twenty-fourth. The Surveyor-general will then mark such 
claim upon the original township plat on file in his office, 
and send an authenticated copy of the plat and field notes 
of the survey to the Begister of the proper local land office 
and to this office, as in the case of vein or lode surveys. 

Twenty-fifth. Thereafter, if no adverse claim has been 
presented, an entry will be allowed of such claim at the rate 
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of two dollars and fifty cents for each acre, or fractional 
part of •an acre, embraced in the survey; the local land offi- 
^rs preserring aa unbroken consecntiye series of numbers 
for all minereJ^ entries, both lode and placer ; and then re- 
port the case to this office in the usual manner, accompanied 
with a letter of transmission. 

Twenty-sixth. It is to be distinctly understood that the 
foregoing remarks as to survey are intended to apply only 
to those placer claims which are upon surveyed lana, ana 
cannot be entered into forty-acre legal subdivisions without 
interference with the rights of other bona fide minerid or 
agricultural claimants in the same tract ; and you will in 
all cases require testimony as to whether or not such other 
claimants to such forty-acre tract exist ; and where such are 
found, require the appUcant, at his own expense, to cause 
the survey into ten-acre lots in manner aforesaid, so as to 
segregate his claim from the remainder ; and where there 
are no suclf other claimants to any portion of a forty-^u^re 
tract, require the entry to conform in its exterior limits to 
such forfy-acre legal subdivisipn. 

Twenty-seventh. In case there are several placer claims 
within tne same' subdivision, their occupants have the op- 
tion of making joint entry of the landf or of having such 
smaller subdivisions made at their own cost, and receiving 
separate patents. 

Twenty-eighth. Where the placer claim sought to be 
patented is upon unsurveyed land, a survey and plat thereof 
will have to be made by a United States mineral deputy 
surveyor, under conditions similar to those applicable to 
surveys of veins or lodes. 

Twenty-ninth. Copies of the mining acj» of July 26, 1866, 
and July 9, 1870, are hereto attached. 

Thirtieth. You are requested to give careful considera- 
tion to the foregoing ins^uctions, a copy of which should 
be placed in the hands, of every applicant to enter lands of 
these classes, a supply being sent you for that purpose, the 
receipt of which you are r^uested to acknowledge. 

Very respectfully, 

lour obedient servant, 
Willis Dbuhmond, Commissioner. 
Begister and Eeceiver U. S. Land Office at -. 
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Depabtment of thb Litebiob, 
Oehebal Land Office, Washington, D. 0., Aug. 8, 1S71. 

Gentlemen: The following regulations are prescribed for 
your information and guidance, yiz: 

Para^ph fifteen, pa^e seven, of the printed circular 
issued by this office, bearing date August 8, 1870, and relat- 
ing to the survey and entry of mining claims, under tihe 
provisions of the act of Congress, approved July 26, 1866, 
''granting the right of way to ditch and canid owners over 
the public lands, and for other purposes;" and the act 
amendatory thereof, approved July 9, 1870, is hereby re- 
voked, and the following substituted therefor : 

Fifteenth. Proof of citizenship is required. In case the 
application is made by an association of persons, incor- 
porated or unincorporated, satisfactory proof will be 
required that each member of such association is a citizen 
of the United States, or has filed his declaration of inten- 
tion to become a citizen. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 
Begister and Beceiver U. S. Land Office, at . 



Defabtmsnt of the Intebiob, 
Oenbbal Land Office,* Washington, D. C., Sept. 7, 1871. 

Gentlemen: With reference to the proof of citizenship 
of applicants for patents for mining claims, you are in- 
structed as follows, viz: 

First. Where cgich application is made by persons claim- 
ins to be native bom citizens of the United States, you 
wm re(]^uire the affidavit of each person so claiming that he 
is a native bom citizen, stating the place of his birth; such 
affidavit to be taken before a notary public, officer of a 
court of record, or the Begister or Beceiver of the land 
district wherein the claim lies/ 

Second. Where such application is made by a person 
claiming to have filed a declaration of intention to become 
a citizen, you will require him to present a certified copy of 
such declaration, under seal of the court in which it was 
made. 

Third. Where such application is made by a person 
claiming to be a naturalized citizen of the United States, 
you will require him to present his naturalization certifi- 
cate, or a certified coot thereof, under seal of the court 
from which the original issued. 

Fourth. Where uie application is made by an incorpo- 
rated company, you will require a certified copy of their 
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certificate of incorporation, and evidence of the citizenship 
of each member or stockholder of such company, in the 
manner hereinbefore set forth. 

Fifth. Where the application is made by an association 
of persons unincorporated, you will require evidence of 
citizenship of each person forming such association, in 
manner hereinbefore described^ 

You will notify all applicants accordingly, informing them 
that no patents will issue upon any applications already 
made and pending, or which may hereafter be made for 
mineral claims, in default of a compliance herewith. 

Please acknowledge the receipt hereof as '^N." 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 
Begister and Beceiver at . 



Depabtment of the Intebiob, 

Genebal Land Offioe, D. C, March 26, 1872. 

Gentlemen : In issuing the letter of instructions of 7ik 
September, 1871, defining the manner of furnishing evi- 
dence of citizenship of claimants under the mining acts of 
Congress, it was considered the most easy and direct wav 
to receive the affidavits of the respective parties, to such 
applications for patents, that they are citizens. It has been 
found, however, especially in the case of incorporated com- 
panies having numerous stockholders, to be a matter of 
great difficult to procure these individual affidavits, owing 
to the fact that the parties are often scattered in different 
parts of the country, or in some instances traveling abroad. 

The previous instructions as to the proof necessary to 
establisn citizenship under the mining statute, are accord- 
ingly modified so as to read as follows: 

First. When the application is made by a person or by 
an association of persons not incorporated, claiming to l>e 
native-bom or naturalized citizens of the United States, you 
will require the affidavit of each person so claiming, that 
he is such citizen; these affidavits to be made before a 
notary public, officer of a court of record, or the Begister 
or Beceiver of the land district; and in any case where it 
may be satisfactorily shown under oath that the affidavit of 
any claimant cannot be readily obtained by reason of his 
absence in a foreign country, or in consequence of his 
whereabouts or place of residence being unknown; the 
citizenship of such claimant may be established by the 
affidavit of another person, who must not only testing to 
the citizenship of such claimant, but must state the facts 
upon which his knowledge is based, such as when, where, 
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and for how long he has known him, whether he has exer- 
cised the elective franchise in the United States, and any 
other pointsproper to be received as evidence of citizenship. 

Second. When the application for patent is made by an 
incorporated company you will require a duly certified copy 
of their charter or certificate of incorporation, and proof of 
the citizenship of each person who is an actual member or 
stockholder in such company at the date of its application 
for patent; such proof to be made in the manner set forth 
in the first paragraph hereof, applicable to persons or as*- 
sociations not incorporated. 

You will inform ail applicants accordingly. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Willis Drukmond, Commissioner. 
Begister and Beceiver, XJ. S. Land Office, at . , 



270 MINING LAWS f Jon* 10, 1872. 



UNITED STATES MINING LAWS 

AND REGULATIONS THEREUNDER. 



DePARTMEIIT of THB ImXBIOBy 

General Laih) Office, June 10, 1872. 

Gentlemen : Tour attention is invited to the ^t of Con- 
gress approved May 10, 1872, which is as follows, to wit : 

An Aot to Promote the DeTelopment of the Mining BeBonroes of the United 

States. 

Be it enacted hy ths Senate and House of BepreaentaHvesofthe United Staie§ 
of America, in Congress assembled : That all yaloable mineral deposits of 
lands belonging to the United States, both snryeyed and nnsnrveyed, are 
hereby declared to be free and open to exploration and purchase, and the 
lands in which they are found to occupation and i>urchase, by citizens of the 
United States and those who have declared their intention to become such, 
under regulations prescribed by law, and according to the local customs or 
rules of miners, in the serml mining districts, so fu: as the same are 
applicable aiAl not inconsistent with the laws of the United States. 

Sbo. 2. That mining claims upon yeins or lodes of quartz, or other rook 
in place, bearing gold, silyer, cinnabar, lead, tin, copper, or other valuable 
deposits heretofore located, shall be governed as to length along the vein or 
lode by the customs, regulations, and laws in force at the date of their loca- 
tion. A mining claim located after the passage of this act, whether located 
by one or more persons, may equal, but shall not exceed, one thousand five 
hundred feet in length along the vein or lode ; but no location of a mining 
claim shall be made until the discovery of the vein or lode within the limits of 
the claim located. No claim shall extend more than three hundred feet on 
each side of the middle of the vein at the surface, nor shall any claim be 
limited by any mining regulation to less than twenty-five feet on each side 
of the middle of the vein at the surface* except where adverse rights existing 
at the passage of this aot shall render such limitation necessary. The end 
Unes of each claim shall be parallel to each other. 

Sbo. 3. That the locators of all mining locations heretofore made, or which 
shall hereafter be made, on any mineral vein, lode, or ledge, situated on the 
public domain, their heirs and assigns, where no adverse claim exists at the 
passage of this act, so lone as thev comply with the laws of the United States, 
and the State, territorial, and local regulations not in conflict with said 
laws of the United States governing their possessory titie, shall have the ex- 
dusive right of possession and enjoyment of all the surface included within 
the lines of their locations, and of all veins, lodes, and ledges throughout 
their entire depth, the top or apex of which lies inside of such surfiaoe lines 
extended downward vertibally, although such veins, lodes, or ledges may so 
far depart from a perpendicular in their course downward as to extend out- 
ride the vertical side lines of said surface locations : Provided^ That their 
right of possession to such outside parts of such veins or ledges shall be oon- 
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fined to snob portions thereof as lie between yertical planes drawn downward 
as aforesaid, through the end lines of their locations, so continued in their 
own direction that such planes will intersect such exterior parts of said 
yeins or .ledges : And providtd, furUier, That nothing in this section 
shall authorize the locator^r possessor of a yein or lode which extends in its 
downward course beyond the vertical lines of his claim to enter upon Uie 
Burfaoe of a claim owned or possessed by another. 

8x0. 4. That where a tunnel is run for the deyelopment of a yein or lode, 
or for the discoyery of mines, ite owners of such tunnel shall have the right 
of possession of aU yeins or lodes within three thousand feet from the face 
of such tunnel on the line thereof, not previously known to exist, disooyered 
in such tunnel, to the same extent as if discovered from the surface ; and lo- 
cations on the line of such tunnel of veins or lodes not appearing on the 
surface, made hj other parties after the commencement of tne tunnel, and 
while the same is being prosecuted with reasonable diligence, shall be in- 
valid ; but failure to prosecute the work on the tunnel for six months shall 
be considered as an aoandonmMnt of the right to all undiscovered veins on 
the line of said tunnel. 

Sko. 6. That the miners of each mining district may make rules and reg- 
ulations not in conflict with the laws of the United States, or with the laws 
of the State or Territory in which the district is situated, governing the loca- 
tion, manner of recording, amount of work necessary to hold possession of 
a mining claim, ^bject to the following requirements: The location must be 
distinctly marked on the ground, so that its boundaries can be readily traced. 
All records of mining claims hereafter made shall contain the name or names 
of the locators, the date of the location^ and such a description of the claim 
or claims located, by reference to some natural object or permanent monu- 
ment as will identify the claim. On each claim located after the passage of 
this act, and until a patent shall have been issued therefor, not less than one 
hundred dollars' worth of labor shall be performed or improvements made 
during each year. On all claims located prior to the passage of this act, ten 
dollars' worth of labor shall be performed or improvements made each year 
for each one hundred feet in leogth alon^ the vein until a patent shall have 
been issued therefor; but where such claims are held in common, such ex- 
penditure may be made upon any one claim; and upon a failure to comply 
with these conditions, the claim or mine upon which such failure occurred 
shall be open to relocation in the same manner as if no location of the same 
had ever been made: Provided, That the original locators, their heirs, 
assigns, or legal representatives, have not resumed work upon the claim 
after such failure and before such location. Upon the failure of any one of 
several co-owners to contribute his proportion of the expenditures required 
by this act, the co-owners who have perfonned the labor or made the im- 
provements, may, at the expiration of the year, give such delinquent co-owner 
personal notice in writing or notice by publication in the newspaper 
published nearest the claim, for at least once a week for ninety days, and if 
at the expiration of ninety days i^ter such notice in writing or by publica- 
tion, such delinquent should fail or refuse to contribute his proportion to 
comply with this act, his interest in the claim shall become the property of 
his co-owners, who have made the required expenditures. 

Brno, 6. That a patent for any land claimed and located for valuable depos- 
its, may be obtained in the following manner: Any person, association, or 
corporation, authorized to locajbe a c&im under this act, having claimed and 
located a piece of land for such purposes, who has, or have, complied with 
the terms of this act, ma^ file in the proper land office an apphcation for a 
patent, under oath, showing such compliance, together with a plat and field 
notes of the claim or claims in common, made by or under the direction of 
the United States Surveyor-general, showing accurately the boundaries of 
the claim or claims, which shall be distinctly marked by monuments on the 
ground, and shall post a copy of such plat, together with a notice of such 
application for a patent, in a conspicuous place on the land embraced in such 
plat previous to the filing of the application for a patent, and shall file an 
affidavit of at least two persons, that such notice has been duly posted as 
aforesaid, and shall file a copy of said notice in such land office, and shall 
thereupon be entitled to a patent for said land, in the manner following: The 
Bc^gister of the land office, upon the filing of such application, plat, field 
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notes, notices, and affidavits, shall pnblish a notice that snch application has 
been made, for the period of sixty days, in a newspaper to be by him deng- 
nated as published nearest to said claim; and he shall also post SLch notioe 
in his office for the same period. The claimant, at the time of filing this . 
application, or at any time thereafter, within the «iity days of pablication, 
shall file with the Register a certificate of the United States Sarveyor-gen- 
end that five hundred dollars worth of labor has been expended or im- 
provements made upon the claim by himself or grantors ; tnat the plat is 
oorreciy with such fiurther dcHoription, by such re&rence to natural objects 
or permanent monuments, as shall identify the claim, and furnish an accu- 
rate description, to be incorporated in the patent. At the expiration of the 
sixty days of publication the claimant shall file his affidavit, showing that 
the plat and notice have been posted in a conspicuous place on the claim 
during said |>eriod of publication. If no adverse claim shall have been filed 
with tne Register and the Receiver of the proper land office at the expiration 
of the sixty days of publication, it shall be assumed that the applicant is 
entitled to a patent, upon the payment to the proper officer of five dollars 
per acre, and that no adverse claim exists; and thereafter no objection from 
third parties to the issuance of a patent shall be heafd, except it be shown 
that the applicant has failed to comply with this act. 

Sbo. 7. That where an adverse claim shall be filed during the period of 
publication, it shall be upon oath of the person or persons making the same, 
and shall show the nature, boundaries, and extent of suA adverse claim, 
and all proceedings, except the publication of notice and making and filing 
of the affidavit thereof, shall be stayed until the controversy shall have been 
settled or decided by a court of competent jurisdiction, or the adverse claim 
waived. It shall be the duty of the adverse claimant, within thirty days 
after filing his claim, to commence proceedings in a court of competent 
jurisdiction, to determine the question of the right of possession, and pros- 
ecute the same with reasonable diligence to final judgment; and a failure 
so to do shall be a waiver of his adverse claim . After such judgment shall 
have been rendered, the party entitled to the possession of the claim, or any 
portion thereof, ma^r, without giving further notice, file a certified copy of 
the judgment-roll with the Register of the land-ofBce, together with the 
certificate of the Surveyor-general that the requisite amount of labor has 
been expended, or improvements made thereon, and the description required 
in other cases, and snail pay to the Receiver five dollars per acre for his 
claim, together with the proper fees, whereupon the whole proceedings and 
the judgment-roll shall be certified by the Register to the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, and a patent shall issue thereon for the claim, or 
such portion thereof as the applicant shall appear from the decision of the 
court, to rightly possess. If it shidl appear, from the decision of the court, 
that several parties are entitled to separate and different portions of the 
claim , each party may pay for his portion of the claim, with the proper fees, 
and file the certificate and description by the Surveyor-general, whereupon 
the Register shall certify the proceedings and judgment-roll to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, as in the preceding case, and patents 
shall issue to the several parties according to their respective rights. Proof 
of citizenship under this act, or the acts of July twenty-sixth, eighteen 
hundred and sixty-six, and July ninth, eighteen hundred and seventy, in the 
case of an individual, may consist of his own affidavit thereof, and in case 
of an association of persons unincorporated of the fvffidavit of tiieir author- 
ized agent, made on his own knowledge or upon information and belief, and 
in case of a corporation organized under the laws of the United States, or of 
any State or Territory of the United States, by the filing of a certified copy 
of their charter or certificate of incorporation; and nothmg herein contained 
shall be construed to prevent the alienation of the title conveyed by a patent 
for a mining claim to any person whatever. 

Sbo. 8. Tnat the description of vein or lode claims, upon Airvejed lands, 
shall designate the location of the claim with reference to the hues of the 
public surveys, but need not conform therewith; but where a patent shall 
be issued as aforesaid for claims upon unsurveyed lands, the Surveyor- 
general, in extending the surveys, shall adjust the same to the boundaries of 
such patented claim, according to the plat or description thereof, but so as 
in no case to interfere with or change the location of any such patented claim. 
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Sbo. 9. That seotiong one, two, three, fonr, and six of an act entitled "An 
act graoting the right of way to ditch and canal owners oyer the pablio lands, 
and for other pnrposes," approved July twenty-sixth, eighteen hundred and 
sixty-six, are hereby repealed, bat each repeal shall not affect existing rights. 
Applications for patents for mining claims now pending may be prosecuted 
to a final decision in the Genercd Land Office; but in such cases where 
advene rights are not affected thereby, patents ma^ issue in pursuance of 
the provisions of this act; and all patents for mining-claims heretofore 
issued under the act of Julytwenty-sixth, eighteen hundred and sixty-six, 
shall convey all the rights and privileges conferred by this act where no 
adverse rights exist at &e time of the passage of this act. 

Sbo. 10. That the act entitled " An act to amend an act granting the right 
of way to ditch and canal owners over the public lands, and for other pur- 
poses," approved July ninth, eighteen hundred and seventy, shall be and 
remain in full force, except as to the proceedings to obtain a patent, which 
shall be similar to the proceedings prescribed by sections six and seven of 
this act for obtaining patents to vein or lode claims; but where said placer 
claims shall be upon surveved lands, and conform to legal subdivisions, no 
farther survey or plat shall be required, and all placer mining claims here- 
after located, shall conform as near as- practicable with the United States 
system of public land surveys, and the rectangular subdivisions of such sur- 
veys, and no such location shall include more than twenty acres for each 
individual claimVmt, but where placer claims cannot be conformed to legal 
subdivisions, survey and plat shall be made as on unsurveyed lands: Pr(h 
vided, That proceemngs now pending may be prosecuted to their final deter- 
mination under existing laws; but the provisions of this act, when not in 
conflict with existing laws, shall apply to such cases: And provided also. 
That where by the segregation of mineral land in any legal subdivision, a 
quantity of agricultural land less than forty acres remains, said fractional 
portion of agricultural land may be entered by any party qualified by law, 
for homestead or pre-emption purposes. 

Sao. 11. That where tne same person, association, or corporation, is in 
possession of a placer claim, and ako a vein or lode included within the 
boundaries thereof, application shall be made for a patent for the placer 
claim, with the statement that it includes such vein or lode, and in such case 
(subject to the provisions of this act and the act entitled '* An act to amend 
an act granting the right of way to ditch and canal owners over the public 
lands, and for other purpK>8e8,'^ approved July ninth, eighteen hundred and 
seventy) a patent shall issue for the placer claim, including such vein qr 
lode, upon the payment of five dollars per acre for such vein or lode claim, 
and twenty-five feet of surface on each side thereof. The remainder of the 
placer claim, or any placer claim not embracing any vein or lode claim, shall 
be paid for at the rate of two dollars and fifty cents per acre, together with 
all costs of proceedings; and where a vein or lode, such as is described -in 
the second section of this act, is known to exist within l^e boundaries of a 
placer claim, an application for a patent for such placer claim, which does 
not include an application for the vein or lode claim, shall be construed as a 
conclusive declaration that the claimant of the placer claim has no right of 
possession of the vein or lode claim; but where the existence of a vein or 
lode in a placer claim U not known, a patent for the placer claim shall con- 
vey all valuable mineral and other deposits within the boundaries thereof. 

Sbc. 12. That the Surveyor-General of the United States may appoint in 
each land district containing mineral lands as many competent surveyors as 
■hall apply for appointment to survey mining claims. The expenses of the 
survey of vein or lode claims, and the survey and subdivisions of placer 
claims into smaller quantities than one hundred and sixty acres, together 
with the cost of publication of notices, shall be paid by the applicants, and 
they shall be at libertj^ to obtain the same at the most reasonable rates, and 
thev shall also Be at liberty to employ any United States deputy surveyor to 
make the survey. The Commissioner of the General Land Office shall also 
have power to establish the maximum charges for surveys and publication of 
notices under this act ; and, in case of excessive charp^es for publication, he 
may designate any newspaper published in a land district where mines are 
situated, for the publication of mining notices in such district, and fix the 
rates to be charged by sndi paper ; and, to the end that the Oommiasioner 

18 
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may be fully informed on the subject, each applicant shall file with the Reg- 
ister a sworn statement of all charges and fees paid by said applicant for 
publication and surveys, together with all fees and money paid the Register 
and the Receiver of the land office, which statement shall be transmitted 
with the other papers in the case, to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. The fees of the Register and the Receiver shall be five dollars each 
for filing and acting upon each application for patent or adverse claim filed, 
and they shall be allowed the amount fixed by law for reducing testimony to 
writing, when done in the land office, such t«es and allowances to be paid 
by the respective parties ; and no othei fees shall be charged by them in 
such cases. Nothing in this act shall be construed to enlarge or affect the 
rights of either party in regard to any property in controversy at the time of 
the passage of this act, or of the act entitled '* An act granting the right of way 
to ditch and canal owners over the public lands, and for other purposes," 
approved July twenty-sixth, eighteen hundred and sixty-six, nor shall this 
act affect any right acquired under said act ; and nothing in this act shall be 
construed to repeal, impair, or in any way affect the provisions of the act 
entitled *' An act granting to A. Sutro the right of wny and other privileges 
to aid in the construction of a draining and exploring tunnel to the Comstock 
lode, in the State of Nevada," approved July twenty-filth, eighteen hundred 
and sixty-six. 

Sec. 13. That all affidavits required to be made under this act, or the act 
of which it is amendatory, may be verified before any officer authorized to 
administer oaths within the land district where the claims may be situated, 
and all testimony and proofs may be taken before auy such officer, and, 
when duly certified by the officer taking the same, shall have the same force 
and effect as if taken oef ore the Register and Receiver of the hind office. In 
cases of contest as to the mineral or agricultural character of land, the testi- 
mony and proofs may be taken as herein provided, on personal notice of at 
least ten days to the opposing party; or if said party cannot be found, then 
by publication of at least once a « eek for thirty days in a newspaper, to 
be designated by the Register of the land office as published nearest to the 
location of such land ; and the Register shall require proof that such notice 
has been given. 

Sec. 14. That where two or more veins intersect or cross each other, pri- 
ority of title shall govern, and such prior location shall be entitled to all ore 
or mineral contained within the space of intersection : Provided, houever. 
That the subsequent location shall have the right of way through said space 
of intersection for the purposes of the convenient working of the said mine : 
And provided f also, that where two or more veins unite, the oldest or prior 
location shall take the vein below the point of union, including all the space 
of intersection. 

Sec. 16. That where non-mineral land, not contiguous to the vein or lode, 
is used or occupied by the proprietor of such vein or lode for mining or mill- 
ing purposes, such non-adjacent surface ground may be embraced and in- 
cluded in an application for a patent tor such vein or lode, and the same may 
be patented therewith, subject to the same preliminary requirements as to 
survey and notice as are applicable under this act to veins or lodes : Provided, 
That no location hereafter made of such non-adjacent land shall exceed five 
acres, and payment for the same must be made at the same rale as fixed by 
this act for the superfices of the lode. The owner of a quartz mill or reduc- 
tion works, not owning a mine in connection therewith, may also receive a 
patent for his mill site, as provided in this section. 

Sec. 16. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby 
repealed: Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall be construed to 
impair, in any way, rights or interests in mining property acquired under 
existing laws. 

Approved May 10, 1872. 

MINERAL LANDS OPEN TO EXPLORATION, OCCUPATION, AND 

PURCHASE. 

First. It will be perceived that the first section of said 
act leaves the mineral lands in the public domain, surveyed 
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or nnsurveyed, open to exploration, occupation, and pur- 
cbase, by all citizens of the United States, and e^ tnose 
who have declared their intention to become such. 

STATUS OF LODE CLAIMS PREVIOUSLY LOCATED. 

Second. Bj an examination of the several sections of the 
foregoing act, it will be seen that the status of lode claims 
located previous to -the date thereof, is not changed with 
regard to their extent along the lode or width of surface, 
such claims being restricted and governed both as to their 
lateral and linear extent, by the State, territorial, or local 
laws, customs, or regulations, which were in force in the 
respective districts at the date of such locations, in so far 
as the same did not conflict with the limitations fixed bj 
the mining statute of July 26, 1866. (14 Stat., 251.) 

Third. Mining rights acquired under such previous loca- 
tions, are, however, enlarged by said act of May 10, 1872, 
in the following respect, viz: The locators of all such pre- 
viously taken veins or lodes, their heirs and assigns, so long 
as they comply with the laws of Congress and with State, 
territorial, or local regulations not in conflict therewith, 
governing mining claims, are invested by said act with the 
exclusive possessory right of all the surface included within 
the lines of their locations, and of all veins, lodes, or 
ledges, throughout their entire depth, the top or apex of 
which lies inside of such surface lines extended downward 
vertically, although such veins, lodes, or ledges, may so far 
depart from a perpendicular in their course downward as to 
extend outside the vertical side lines of such locations at 
the surface, it being expressly provided, however, that the 
right of possession to such outside parts of said veins or 
ledges shall be confined to such portions thereof as lie be- 
tween vertical planes drawn downward as aforesaid, through 
the end lines of their locations, so continued in their own 
direction that such planes will intersect such exterior parts 
of such veins, lodes, or ledges; no right being granted, 
however, to the claimant of such outside portion of a vein 
or ledge, to enter upon the surface location of another 
claimant. 

Fourth. It is to be distinctly understood, however, that 
the law limits the possessory right to reins, lodes, or ledges, 
other than the one named in the original location, to such 
as were not adversely claimed at the date of said act of May 
10, 1872, and that where such other vein or ledge was so 
adversely claimed at that date, the right of the party so 
adversely claiming is in no way impaired by said act. 

Fifth. From and after the date of said act of Congress, 
in order to hold the possessory title to a mining claim pre- 
viously located and for which a patent has not been issued, 
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the law requires that ten dollars shall be expended annually 
in labor or improyements, on each claim of one hundred 

^ feet on the course of the yein or lode, until a patent shall 
have been issued therefor; but where a number of such 
claims are held in common upon the same vein or lode, the 
aggregate expenditure that would be necessary to hold all 
the claims, at the rate of ten dollars i>er hundred feet, may 
be made upon any one claim; a failure to comply with this 
re<]^uirement in any one year, subjecting the claim upon 
which such failure occurred to relocation by other parties, 
the same as if no preyious location thereof had eyer been 
made, unless the claimants under the original location shall 
haye resumed work thereon, after such failure and before 
such relocation. 

Sixth. Upon the failure of any one of seyeral co-owners 
of a yein, lode, or ledge, which has not been patented, to 
contribute his proportion of the expenditures necessary to 
hold the claim or claims so held in ownership in common, 
the co-owners who haye performed the labor, or made the 
improyements as required by said act, may, at the expira- 
tion of the year, giye such delinquent co-owner personal 
notice in writing or by notice by publication in the news- 
paper published nearest the claim, for at least once a 
week for ninety days; and 'if « upon the expiration of 
ninety days after such notice in writing, or upon the 
expiration of one hundred and eighty days after the first 
newspaper publication of notice, the delinquent co-owner 
shall naye failed to contribute his proportion to meet such 

' expenditure or improyements, his interest in the claim by 
law passes to his co-owners, who haye made the expend- 
itures or improyements as i^oresaid. 

PATENTS FOB yEINS OR LODES HERETOEOBE ISSUED. 

Seyenth. Bights under patents for yeins or lodes hereto- 
fore granted under preyious legislation of Congress, are en- 
larged by this act, so as to inyest the patentee, his heirs or 
assigns, with title to all yeins, lodes, or ledges throughout 
their entire depth, the top or apex of which lies within the 
end and side boundary lines of his claim on the surface as 
patented, extended downward yertically, although such 
yeins, lodes, or ledges may so far depart from a perpendic- 
tdar in their course downward as to extend outside tne yer- 
tical side-lines of the claim at the surface. The right of 
Dossession to such outside parts of such yeins or ledges to 
he confined to such portions thereof as lie between yertical 
planes drawn downward through the end-lines of the claim 
at the surface, so continued in their own direction that such 

{)lanes will intersect such exterior parts of such yeins or 
edges, it being expressly proyided, howeyer, that all yeins, 
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lodes, or ledges, the top or apex of which lies inside such 
surface locations, other than the one named in the patent, 
which were adversely claimed at the date of said act, are 
excluded from snch conveyance by patent. 

Eighth. Applications for patents for mining claims pend- 
ing at the date of the act of May 10, 1872, may be prose- 
cuted to final decision in the General Land Office, and 
where no adverse rights are affected thereby, patente will 
be issued, in pursuance of the provisions of said acts. 

XANMEB 07 LOCATING CLAIMS ON VEINS OR LODES AFTER THE 
PASSAGE OF THE ACT OF MaY 10, 1872. 

Ninth. From and after date of said act, any person who 
is a citizen of the United States, or who has declared his in- 
tention to become a citizen may locate, record and hold a 
mining claim of fifteen hundred linear feet along the course 
of any mineral vein or lode subject to location; or an asso- 
ciation of persons, severally qualified as above, may make 
joint location of such claim of fifteen hundred feet, but in 
no event can a location of a vein or lode made subsequent 
to the act exceed fifteen hundred feet along the course 
thereof, whatever mAy be the number of persons composing 
the association. 

Tenth. With regard to the extent of surface ground ad- 
joining a vein or lode, and claimed for the convenient work- 
ing thereof, the act provides that the lateral extent of loca- 
tions of veins or lodes made after its passage shall in no 
case exceed three hundred feet on each side of the middle 
of the vein at the surface, and that no such surface rights 
shall be limited by any mining reflations to less than 
twenty-five feet on each side of the middle of the vein at the 
surface, except where adverse rights existing at the date of 
said act may render such limitation necessary, the end-lines 
of such claims to be in all cases parallel to each other. 

Eleventh. By the foregoing it will be perceived that no 
lode claim located after the date of said act can exceed a 
parallelo|p:am fifteen hundred feet in length by six hundred 
feet in width, bat whether surface ground of tnat width can 
be taken, depends upon the local regulations or State or 
territories laws in force in the several mining districts; and 
that no such local regulations or State or territorial laws 
shall limit a vein or lode claim to less than fifteen hundred 
feet along the course thereof, whether the location is made 
by one or more persons, nor can surface rights be limited 
to less than fifty feet in width, unless adverse claims exist- 
ing on the tenth day of May, 1872, render such lateral lim- 
itation necessary. 

Twelfth. It is provided in said act that the miners of 
each district may make rules and regulations not in conflict 
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with the laws of the United States, or of the State or Ter- 
ritory in which snch districts are respectively situated, 
governing the location, manner of recording, and amount 
of work necessary to hold possession of a claim. It like- 
wise requires that the location must be so distinctly marked 
on the ground that its boundaries may be readily traced. 
This is a very important matter, and locators cannot exer- 
cise too much care in defining their locations at the outset, 
inasmuch as the law requires that all records of mining 
locations made subsequent to its passage, shall contain the 
name or names of the locators, the date of the location, 
and such a description of the claim or claims located, by 
reference to some natural object or permanent monument, 
as will identify the claim. 

Thirteenth. The said act requires that no lode-claim can 
be recorded until after the discovery of a vein or lode 
within the limits of the ground claimed; the object of which 
provision is evidently to prevent the encumbering of the 
district mining records with useless locations before suffi- 
cient work has been done thereon to determine whether a 
vein or lode has really been discovered or not. 

Fourteenth. The claimant should therefore, prior to re- 
cording his claim, unless the vein can be traced upon the 
surface, sink a shaft, or run a tunnel. or drift, to a sufficient 
depth therein to discover and develop a mineral-bearing 
vein, lode, or crevice; should determine, if possible, the 
general course of such vein in either direction from the 
point of discovery, by which direction he will be governed 
m making the boundaries of his claim on the surface, and 
should give the course and distance as nearly as practic- 
able from the discovery-shaft on the claim, to some per- 
manent well-known points or objects, such, for instance, 
as stone monuments, blazed trees, the confluence of streams, 
point of intersection of well-known gulches, ravines, or 
roads, prominent buttes, hills, &c., which may be in the 
immediate vicinity, and which will serve to perpetuate and 
fix the locus of the claim and render it susceptible of 
identification from the description thereof given in the 
record of locations in the district. 

Fifteenth. In addition to the foregoing data, the claimant 
should state the names of adjoining claims, or if none 
adjoin, the relative positions of the nearest claims; should 
drive a post or erect a monument of stones at each corner 
of his surface-ground, and at the point of discovery or 
discovery-shaft, should fix a post, stake, or board, upon 
which should be designated the name of the lode, the name 
or names of the locators, the number of feet claimed, and 
in which direction from the point of discovery; it being es- 
sential that the location notice filed for record, in addition 
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to the foregoing description, should state whether the entire 
claim of fifteen hundred feet is taken on one side of the 
point of discovery, or whether it is partly upon one and 
partly upon the other side thereof, and in the latter case, 
how many feet are claimed upon each side of such dis- 
covery-point. 

Sixteenth. Within a reasonable time, say twenty days 
after the location shall have been marked on the ground, 
notice thereof, accurately describing the claim in manner 
aforesaid, should be filed for record with the proper Be- 
corder of the district, who will thereupon issue the usual 
certificate of location. 

Seventeenth. In order to hold the possessory right to a 
claim of fifteen hundred feet of a vein or lode located as 
aforesaid, the act requires that until a patent shall have 
been issued therefor, not loss than one hundred dollars 
worth of labor shall be performed or improvements made 
thereon during each year, in default of which the claim will 
be subject to relocation by any other pai*tv having the 
necessary qualifications, unless the original locator, his 
heirs, assigns, or legal representatives, have resumed work 
thereon after such failure and before such relocation. 

Eighteenth. The importance of attending to these de- 
tails in the matter of location, labor, and expenditure will 
be the more readily perceived when it is understood that 
a failure to give the subject proper attention, may invalidate 
the claim. 

TUNNEL BIGHTS. 

Nineteenth. The fourth section of the act provides that 
where a tunnel is run for the development of a vein or lode, 
or for the discovery of mines, the owners of such tunnel 
shall have the right of possession of all veins or lodes 
within three thousand feet from the face of such tunnel on 
the line thereof, not previously known to exist, discovered 
in such tunnel, to the same extent as if discovered from the 
surface; and locations on the line of such tunnel of veins 
or lodes not appearing on the surface, made by other 
parties after the commencement of the tunnel, and while 
the same is being prosecuted with reasonable diligence, 
shall be invalid, but failure to prosecute the work on the 
tunnel for six months shall b.e considered as an abandon- 
ment of the right to all undiscovered veins or lodes on the 
line of said tunnel. 

Twentieth. The effect of this section is simply to give 
the proprietors of a mining tunnel, run in good faith, the 
possessory right to fifteen hundred feet of any blind lodes 
cut, discovered, or intersected by such tunnel, which were 
not previously known to exist, within three thousand feet from 
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the face or point of commeBcement of such tunnel, and to 
prohibit other parties, after the commencement of the tun- 
nel, from prospecting for and making location of lodes on 
the line thereof, and within said distance of three thousand 
feet, unless such lodes appear upon the surface, or were 
preyiously known to exist. 

Twenty-first. The term ''face," as used in said section, is 
construed and held to mean the first working face formed 
in the tuimel, and to signify the point at which the tunnel 
actually enters cover, it being from this point that the three 
thousand feet are to be counted, upon which prospecting 
is prohibited as aforesaid. 

Twenty-second. To avail themselves of the benefits of 
this provision of law, the proprietors of a mining tunnel 
will be required, at the time they enter cover as aforesaid, 
to give proper notice of their tunnel location, by erectmg 
a substantial post, board, or monument, at the face or point 
of commencement thereof, upon which there should be 
posted a good and sufficient notice, giving the names of the 
parties or company claiming the tunnel right ; the actual or 
proposed course or direction of the tunnel ; the height and 
width thereof, and the course and distance from such face 
or point of commencement to some permanent well-known 
objects in the vicinity by which to fix and determine the 
hcua in manner heretofore set f ortii applicable to locations 
of veins or lodes, and at th6 time of posting such notice 
they shall, in order that miners or prospectors may be ena- 
bled to determine whether or not they are within the lines 
of the tunnel, establish the boundary lines thereof by stakes 
or monuments placed along such lines at proper intervals, 
to the terminus of the three thousand feet from the face or 
point of commencement of the tunnel ; and the lines so 
marked will define and govern as to the specific boundaries 
within which prospecting for lodes not preyiously known to 
exist, is prohibited while work on the tunnel is being pros- 
ecuted With reasonable diligence. 

Twenty-three. At the time of posting notice and marking 
out the lines of the tunnel as aforesaiu, a* full and correct 
copy of such notice of location, defining the tunnel claim, 
must be filed for record with the Mining Becorder of the 
district, to which notice must be attached the sworn state- 
ment or declaration of the owners, claimants, or projectors 
of such tunnel, setting forth the facts in the case ; stating 
the amount expended by themselves and their predecessors 
in interest in prosecuting work thereon ; the extent of the 
work performed, and that it is bonajide their intention to 
prosecute work on the tunnel so located and described with 
reasonable diligence, for the development of a vein or lode, 
or for the discovery of mines, or both, as the case may be. 
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Twenty-fourth. This notice of location must be dnly re- 
cordedy and with the said sworn statement attached, kept 
on the recorder's £des for future reference. 

Twentj-fifth. By a compliance with the foregoing, much 
needless diffioultf will be avoided, and the way for the ad- 
justment of legal rights acquired in virtue of said fourth 
section of the act will be made much more easy and cer- 
tain. 

Twenty-sixth. This office will take particular care that no 
improper advantage is taken of this provision of law by par- 
ties making, or professing to make tunnel locations, osten- 
sibly for the purposes named in the statute, but really for 
the purpose of monopolizing the lands lying in front of their 
tunnels to the detriment of the mining interests, and to the 
exclusion of bona fide prospectors or miners ; but will hold 
such tunnel claimants to a strict compliance with the terms 
of the act ; and as reasonable diligence on their part in 
prosecuting the work is one of the essential conditions of 
their implied contract, negligence or want of due diligence 
will be construed as working a forfeiture of their right to 
all undiscovered veins on the line of such tunnel. 

MANNER OF FIlOOEEDINa TO OBTAIN OOVEHNKENT TITLE TO 

VEIN OB LODE CLAIMS. 

Twenty-seventh. By the sixth section of said act, author- 
ity is given for granting title for mines by patent from the 
^vemment, to any person, association, or corporation hav- 
ing the necessary qualifications as to citizenship and holding 
the right of possession to a claim in compliance with law. 

Twenty-eighth. The claimant is required in the first place 
to have a correct survey of his claim made under authoril^ 
of the Surveyor-general of the State or Territory in whicn 
the claim lies ; such survey to show with accuracy the ex- 
terior surface boundaries of the claim, which boundaries 
are required to be distinctly marked by monuments on the 
ground. 

Twenty-ninth. The claimant is then required to post a 
copy of the plat off such survey in a conspicuous place upon 
the claim, together with notice of his intention to apply for 
a patent therefor, which notice will give the date of post- 
ing, the name of the claimant, the name of the claim, mine, 
or lode; the mining district and county; whether the loca- 
tion is of record, and ii so, where the record may be found; 
the number of feet claimed along the vein, and the pre- 
sumed'direction thereof; the number of feet claimed on the 
lode in each direction from the point of discovery, or other 
well-defined place on the claim; the name or names of ad- 
joining claimants on the same or other lodes; or if none 
adjoin, the names of the nearest claims, etc. 
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Thirtieth. After posting the said plat and notice upon the 
premises, the claimant will file with the proper Register and 
Ileceiver a copy of such plat, and the field notes of survey 
of the claim, accompanied by the affidavit of at least two 
credible witnesses, that such plat and notice are posted 
conspicuously upon the claim, giving the date and place of 
such posting; a copy of the notice so posted to be attached 
to, and form a part of, said affidavit. 

Thirty-first. Attached to the field notes so filed must be 
the sworn statement of the claimant that he has the pos- 
sessory right to the premises therein described, in virtue of 
a compliance by himself (and by his grantors, if he claims 
by purchase) with the mining rules, regulations, and cus- 
toms of the mining district. State, or Territory, in which 
the claim lies, and with the mining laws of Congress; such 
sworn statement to narrate briefly, but as clearly as possi- 
ble, the facts constituting such compliance, the origin of 
his possession, and the basis of his claim to a patent. 

Tliirty-second. This affidavit should be supported by ap- 
ropriate evidence from the Mining Recorder's office, as to 
is possessory right, as follows, viz: Where he claims to be 
a locator, a full, true, and correct copy of such location 
should be furnished, as the same appears upon the mining 
records; such copy to be attested by the seal of the Re- 
corder, or if he has no seal, then he should make oath to 
the same being correct, as shown by his records; where the 
applicant claims as a locator in company with others, who 
have since conveyed their interests in the lode to him, a 
copy of the original record of location should be filed, to- 
gether with an abstract of title from the proper Recorder, 
under seal or oath as aforesaid, tracing the co-locator's pos- 
sessory rights in the claim to such applicant for patent; 
where the applicant claims only as a purchaser for valuable 
consideration, a copy of the location record must be filed, 
under seal or upon oath as aforesaid, with an abstract of 
title certified as above by the proper Recorder, tracing the 
right of possession by a continuous chain of conveyances 
from the original locators to the applicant. 

Thirty-third. In the event of the mining records in any 
case having been destroyed by fire, or otherwise lost, affi- 
davit of the fact should be made, and secondary evidence 
of possessory title will be received, which may consist of 
the affidavit of the claimant, supported by those of any 
other parties cognizant of the facts relative to his location, 
occupancy, possession, improvements, etc. ; and in such 
case of lost records, any deeds, certificates of location or 
purchase, or other evidence which may be in the claimant's 
possession, and tend to establish his claim, should be filed. 

Thirty-fourth. Upon the receipt of these papers, the 
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Begister will, at the expense of the claimant, publish a no- 
tice of such application for the period of sixty days, in a 
newspaper published nearest to the claim, and will post a 
copy of such notice in his office for the same period. 

Tfairfy-fifth. The notices so published and posted must 
be as full and complete as possible, and embrace all the 
data ^ven in the notice posted upon the claim. 

Thirty-sixth. Too mucn care cannot be exercised in the 
preparation of these notices, inasmuch as upon their accu- 
racy and completeness, will depend, in a great measure, the 
regularity and validity of the whole proceeding. 

Thirty-seventh. The claimant, either at the time of filing 
these papers with the Begister, or at any time during the 
sixty days publication, is required to file a certificate of the 
Surveyor-general that not less than five hundred dollars 
worth of labor has been expended or improvements made 
upon the claim by the applicant or his grantors; that the 
plat filed by the claimant is correct; that the field notes of 
the survey, as filed, furnish such an accurate description of 
the claim, as will, if incorporated into a patent, serve to 
fully identify the premises, and that such reference is made 
therein to natural objects or permanent monuments, as will 
perpetuate and fix the locus thereof. 

Thirty-eighth. It will be the more convenient way to have 
this certificate indorsed by the Surveyor-general, both upon 
the plat and field-notes of survey filed by the claimant as 
aforesaid. 

Thirty-ninth. After the sixty days period of newspaper 
publication has expired the claimant will file his affidavit, 
showing that the plat and notice aforesaid remained con- 
spicuously posted upon the claim sought to be patented 
during said sixty days publication. 

Fortieth. Upon the filing of this affidavit the register 
will, if no adverse claim was filed in his office during the 

Eeriod of publication, permit the claimant to pay for the 
md according te the area given in the pi it and field notes 
of survey aforesaid, at the rate of five dollars for each acre 
and five dollars for each fractional part of an acre, the re- 
ceiver issuing the usual duplicate receipt therefor: after 
which the whole matter will be forwarded to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office and a patent issued there- 
on if found regular. 

Forty-first. In sending up the papers in the case the reg- 
ister must not omit certifying to the fact that the notice was 
posted in his office for the full period of sixty days, such 
certificate to state distinctly when such posting was done 
and how long continued. 

Forty-second. The consecutive series of numbers of min- 
eral entries must be continued, whether the same are of 
lode or placer claims. 
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Forty-third. The Surveyor-general must continue to des- 
ifiniate all surveyed mineral claims as heretofore by a pro- 
^essive series of numbers, beginning with lot ^o. ^ in 
each township; the claim to be so designated at date of fil- 
ing the plat, neld notes, etc., in addition to the local desig- 
nation of the claim; it being required in all cases that the 
plat and field notes of the survey of a claim must, in addi- 
tion to the reference to permanent objects in the neighbor- 
hood, describe the locus of the claim with reference to the 
lines of public surveys by a line connecting a corner of the 
claim with the nearest public corner of the United States 
surveys, unless such claim be on unsurveyed lands at a re- 
mote distance from such public comer; in which latter case 
the reference by course and distance to permanent objects 
in the neighborhood will be a sufficient designation by 
which to fix the hcus until the public surveys shall have 

been closed upon its boundaries. 

* 

ADVERSE CLAIMS. 

Forty-fourth. The seventh section of the act provides for 
adverse claims; fixes the time within which they shall be 
filed to have legal effect, and prescribes the manner of their 
adjustment. 

Forty-fifth. Said section re<juires that the adverse claim 
shall be filed during the period of publication of notice; 
that it must be on the oath of the adverse claimant; and 
that it must show the '^ nature," the '' boundaries" and the 
** extent" of the adverse claim. 

Fortv-sixth. In order that this section of law may be 

{)roperly carried into effect, the following is communicated 
or the information of all concerned. 

Forty-seventh. An adverse mining claim must be filed 
with the Begister of the same land office with whom the ap- 
plication for patent was filed, or in his absence with the Be- 
ceiver, and within the sixty days' period of newspaper pub- 
lication of notice. 

Forty-eighth. The adverse notice must be duly sworn to 
before an officer authorized to administer oaths within the 
land district, or before the Begister and Beceiver; it will 
fully set forth the nature and extent of the interference or 
conflict; whether the adverse party claims as a purchaser 
for valuable consideration or as a locator; if the former, 
the original conveyance, or a duly certified copy thereof, 
should be furnished, or if the transaction was a mere verbid 
one he will narrate the circumstances attending the pur- 
chase, the date thereof, and the amount paid, which &cts 
should be supported by the affidavit of one or more wit- 
nesses, if any were present at the time, and if he claims as 
a locator he must file a duly certified copy of the location 
from the office of the proper recorder. 



June 10, 1872.] Ain> BEGULATIONS. 285 

Forty-ninth. In order that the '^ boundaries'* and '^ ex- 
tent" of the claim may be shown, it will be incumbent upon 
the adverse claimant to file a plat showing his claim and 
its relative situation or position with the one against which 
he claims, so that the extent of the conflict may be the 
better understood. This plat must be made from an actual 
survey by a United States deputy surveyor, who will offi- 
cially certifv thereon to its correctness; and in addition 
there must be attached to such plat of survey a certificate 
or sworn statement by the surveyor as to the approximate 
value of the labor performed or improvements made upon 
the claim of the adverse party, and the plat must indicate 
the position of anv shafts, tunnels, or other improvements, 
if aSy 8t.ch exist V the claixn of Oxe pariy o?po8lx.g th^ 
apphcation. 

Fiftieth. Upon the foregoing being filed within the sixty 
days as aforesaid, the Besister, or in his absence the Be- 
oeiW, will give notice il writing to both parties to the 
contest that such adverse claim has been filed, informing 
them that the parly who filed the adverse claim will be re- 
quired within thirty days from the date of such filing to 
commence proceedings in a court of competent jurisdiction, 
to determine the question of right' of possession, and to 
prosecute the same with reasonable diligence to final judg- 
ment ; and that should such adverse claimant fail to do so, his 
adverse claim will be considered waived, and the applicar 
tion for patent will be allowed to proceed upon its merits. 

Fifty-one. When an adverse claim is filed as aforesaid, 
the Begister or Beceiver will indorse upon the same the 
precise date of filing, and preserve a record of the date of 
notifications issued tiiereon ; and thereafter all proceedings 
upon the application for patent will be suspended, with the 
exception of the completion of the publication and posting 
of notices and plat, and the filing of the necessary proof 
thereof, until the controversy shall have been adjudicated 
in court, or the adverse claim waived or withdrawn. 

Fifty-second. The proceedings after rendition of judg- 
ment by the court in such case are so clearly defined by the 
act itself as to render it unnecessary to enlarge thereon in 
this place. 

PLAOEB CLAIMS. 

Fifty-third. The tenth section of the act under consid- 
eration provides ''that the act entitled 'An act to amend 
an act granting the right of way to ditch and canal owners 
over the public lands, and for other purposes,' approved 
July 9, 1870, shall be and remain in full force, except as 
to me proceedings to obtain a patent, which shall be sim- 
ilar to the proceedings prescribed by sections six and seven 



286 MINING LAWS [June 10» 1872. 

of this act for obtaining patents for vein or lode claims, 
but where said placer claims shall be upon surveyed lands 
and conform to legal subdivisions, no further survey or 
plat shall be required, and all placer mining claims here- 
after located shall conform, as nearly as practicable, with 
the United States system of public land surveys and the 
rectangular subdivisions of such surveys, and no such loca- 
tions shall include more than twenty acres for each in- 
dividual claimant ; but where placer claims cannot be 
conformed to legal subdivisions, survey and plat shall be 
made as on unsurveyed lands," etc. 

Fifty-fourth. The proceedings for obtaining patents for 
veins or lodes having already been f uUv given, it will not 
be necessary to repeat them here ; it being thought that 
careful attention thereto by applicants and the local officers 
will enable them to act understandingly in the matter, and 
make such slight modifications in the notice, or otherwise, 
as may be necessary in view of the different nature of the 
two classes of claims, placer claims being fixed, however, at 
two dollars and fifty cents per acre, or fractional part of an 
acre. 

Fifty-fifth. The twelfth and thirteenth sections of said act 
of July 9, 1870, read as follows : 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted. That claims, usually called " placers," 
including all forms of deposit, excepting veins of quartz, or other rock in 
place, shall be subject tu entry and patent under this act, under like circum- 
stances and conditions, and upon similar proceedings, as are provided for 
vein or lode claims : Provided^ That where the lauds have been previously 
surveyed by the United States, the entry in its eiterior limits shall conform 
to the legal subdivisions of the public lands, no further nurvey or plat in such 
case being required, and the lands may be paid for at the rate of two dollars 
and fifty cents per acre : Provided farther^ That legal subdivisions of forty 
acres may be subdivided into ten-acre tracts ; and that two or more persons, 
or association of persons, having contiguous claims of anysize, although such 
claims may be less than ten acres- each, may make joint entry thereof : And 
provided farther. That no locution nf a placer claim, hereafter made, shall 
exceed one hundred and sixty acres for any one person or association of 
persons, which location shall' conform to the United States surveys; and 
nothing in this section contained shall defeat or impair any bona fide pre- 
emption or homestead claim upon agricultural lauds, or authorize the sale of 
the improvements of any bona fide settler to any purchaser. 

Sbc. 13. And be it further enactedt That where said person or association, 
they and they grantors, shall have held and worked their said claims for a 
period equal to the fme prescribed by the sttitute of limitations for mining 
claims of the State or Territory where the same may be situated, evidence of 
such possession and working of the claims for such period shall be sufficient 
to establish a right to a patent thereto under this act, in the absence of any 
adverse cliim : Provided, however, That nothing in this act shall be deemed 
to impair any lien which may have attached, in any way whatever, to any 
mining claim or property thereto attached prior to the issuance of a patent 

Fifty-sixth. It will be observed that that portion of the 
first proviso to said twelfth section, which requires placer 
claims upon surveyed lands to conform to legal subdivisions, 
is repealed by the present statute with regard to claims 
heretofore located, but that where such claims are located 
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previous to survey, and do not conform to legal snbdi- 
visiona, survey, plat, and entry thereof, may be made 
according to the boundaries fixed by local rules, but that 
T^here such claims do conform to legal subdivisions, the 
entry may be effected according to such legal subdivisions, 
without tne necessity of further survey or plat. 

Fifty-seventh. In the second proviso to said twelfth sec- 
tion, authority is given for the subdivision of forty-acre 
legal subdivisions info ten-acre lots, which is intended for 
the greater convenience of miners in segregating their 
claims, both from one another and from intervening agri- 
cultural land. 

Fifty-eighth. It is held, therefore, that under a proper , 
construction of the law, these ten-acre lots in mining dis- 
tricts, should be considered and dealt with, to all intents 
and purposes, as legal subdivisions, and that an applicant 
having a legal claim which conforms to one or more of these 
ten-acre lots, either adjoining or cornering, may make entry 
thereof, after the usual proceedings, without further survey 
or plat. 

Fifty-ninth. In cases of this kind, however, the notice 
given of the application must be very specific and accurate 
in description, and as the forty-acre tracts may be subdi- 
vided into ten-acre lots, either in the form of squares of ten 
by ten chains, or of parallelo^ams five by twenty chains, 
so long as the lines are parallel and at right angles with the 
lines of the public surveys, it will be necessary that the 
notice and application state specifically what ten-acre lots 
are sought to be patented, in addition to the other data 
required in the notice. 

Sixtieth. Where the ten-acre subdivision is in the form 
of a square, it may be described, for instance, as the **S. 
E. J of the S. W. i of N. W. i," or, if in the form of a 
parallelogram as aforesaid, it may be described as the '* W. 
i of the W. i of the S. W. i of the N. W. i (or the N. i of 

the S. i of the N. E. J of the S. E. i) of section , 

township , range ," as the case may be; but, 

in addition to this description of the land, the notice must 
give all the other data that is required in a mineral applica- 
tion, by which parties may be put on inquiry as to the 
premises sought to be patented. 

Sixty-first. The proceedings necessary for the adjust- 
ment of rights where a known vein or lode is embraced by 
a placer claim, are so clearly defined in the eleventh section 
of the act, as to render any particular instructions upon 
that point at this time unnecessary. 

Sixty-second. When an adverse claim is filed to a placer 
application, the proceedings are the same as in the case of 
vein or lode claims, already described. 
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QUANTITY OP PLAOEB GROUND SUBJECT TO LOCATION . 

Sixty-third. By the twelfth section of the said amenda- 
tory act of July 9, 1870 (third proviso), it is declared "that 
no location of a placer claim hereafter made shall exceed 
one hundred and sixty acres for any one person, or associa- 
tion of persons, which location shall conform to the United 
States surveys," etc. 

Sixty-fourth. The tenth ' section of the act of May 10, 
1872, provides that "all placer mining claims hereafter 
located shall conform as near as practicable with the United 
States system of public land surveys, and the rectangular 
, subdivisions of such surveys, and no such locations shall 
include more than twenty acres for each individual claim- 
ant." 

Sixty^fif th. The foregoing provisions of kw are construed 
to mean that after the ninth day of July, 1870, no location 
of a placer claim can be made to exceed one hundred and 
sixty acres, whatever may be the number of locators asso- 
ciated together, or whatever the local regulations of the dis- 
trict may allow; and that from and after the passage of said 
act of May 10, 1872, no location made by an individual can 
exceed twenty acres, and no location made by an association 
of individuals can exceed one hundred and sixty acres, 
which location of one hundred and sixty acres cannot be 
made by a less number than eight bona Jide locators, but 
that whether as much as twenty acres can be located by an 
individual, or one hundred and sixty acres by an associa- 
tion, depends entirely upon the mining remilations in force 
in the respective districts at the date of the location; it 
being held that such mining regulations are in no way en- 
larged by said acts. of Congress, but remain intact and in 
full force with regard to the size of locations, in so far as 
they do not permit locations in excess of the limits fixed by 
Congress, but that where such regulations permit locations 
in excess of the maximums fixed by Congress as aforesaid, 
thej are restricted accordingly. 

Sixty-sixth. The regulations hereinbefore given as to the 
manner of marking locations on the ground, and placing the 
same on record, must be observed in the case of placer 
locations, so far as the same are applicable; the law re- 
quiring, however, that where placer claims are upon surveyed 
public lands, the locations must hereafter be made to con- 
form to legal subdivisions thereof. 

Sixty-seventh. With regard to the proofs necessary to 
establish the possessory right to a placer-claim, the said 
thirteenth section of the act of July 9, 1870, provides that 
''where said person or association, they and their grantors, 
shall have held and worked their said claims for a period 
equal to the time prescribed by the statute of limitotions 
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for mining claims for the State or Territory where the same 
maj be sitoated, evidence of such possession and working 
of the claims for snch period shall oe sufficient to establish 
a right to a patent thereto under this act in the absence of 
any adverse claim." 

Sixty-eighth. This provision of law will greatly lessen 
the burden of proof, more especially in the case of old 
claims located many years since, the records of which, in 
many ca^s, have been destroyed by fire, or lost in other 
ways during the lapse of time, but concerning the posses- 
sory right to which all controversy or litigation has long 
been settled. 

Sixty-ninth. When an applicant desires to make his proof 
of po^ssory right in accordance with this provision of 
law, you will not require him to produce evidence of loca- 
tion, copies of conveyances, or abstracts of title, as in 
other cases, but will re(][uire him to furnish a duly certified 
copy of the statute of limitations of mining claims for the 
State or Territory, together with his sworn statement giving 
a clear and succinct narration of the facts as to the origin ox 
his title, and likewise as to the continuation of his posses- 
sion of the mining ground covered bv his ai>plication; the 
area thereof, the nature and extent of the mining that has 
been done thereon; whether there has been any opposition 
to his possession or litigation with regard to his claim; and 
if so« when the same ceased; whether such cessation was 
caused by compromise or by judicial decree, and any addi- 
tional facts witnin the claimant's knowledge having a direct 
bearing upon his possession and bona fides which he may 
desire to submit in support of his claim. 

Seventieth. There should likewise be filed a certificate 
under seal of the court having jurisdiction of mining cases 
within the judicial district embracing the claim, that no 
suit or action of any character whatever involving the right 
of possession to any portion of the claim applied for is 
pending, and that there has been no litigation before said 
court affecting the title to said claim or any part thereof 
for a period e^ual to the time fixed by the statute of limita- 
tions for mining claims in the State or Territory as afore- 
said, other than that which has been finally decided in favor 
of the claimant. 

Seventy-first. The claimant should support his narrative 
of facts relative to his possession, occupancy, and improve- 
ments by corroborative testimony of any disinterested 
person or persons of credibility who may be cognizant of 
the facts in the case and are capable of testifying under- 
standingly in the premises. 

Seventy-second. It will be to the advantage of claimants 
to make their proofs as full and complete as practicable. 

19 
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APPOINTMEirr OF DEPUTY BUBYETOBS OF HIKEBAL CLAIMS — 

CHABGEB FOB SUBYETS AND PUBLICATIONS — FEES 

OF BEGIBTEBS AND BECEIVEBS, ETC. 

Seyentj-third. The twelfth section of the said act of May 
10, 1872, provides for the appointment of surveyors of 
mineral claims, authorizes the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to establish the rates to be charged tof surveys 
and for newspaper publications, prescribes me fees allowed 
to the local officers for receiving and acting upon applica- 
tions for mining patents and for adverse claims thereto, Ac. 

Seventv-fourtn. The Surveyor-eenerdi of the several dis- 
tricts will, in pursuance of said law, appoint in each land 
district as many competent deputies for the survey of mining 
claims as may seek such appointment; it being distinctly 
understood that all expenses of these notices and Hurvevs 
are to be borne by the mining claimants and not by the 
United States; the system of making deposits for mineral 
surveys, as required by previous instructions, being hereby 
revoked as regards field-work; the claimant having the op- 
tion of employing any deputy surveyor withm such district 
to do his worK in the field. 

Seveniy-fifth. With regard to the platting of the claim 
and other office work in the Surveyor-general's office, that 
officer will make an estimate of the cost thereof, which 
amount the claimant will deposit with any assistant United 
States Treasurer, or designated depository, in favor of the 
United States Treasurer, to be passed to the credit of the 
fund created by ''individual depositors for surveys of the 
public lands," and file with the Surveyor-general duplicate 
certificates of such deposit, in the usual manner. 

Seventy-sixth. The Surveyor-general will endeavor to ap- 
point mineral deputy surveyors, as rapidly as possible, so 
that one or more may be located in eacn mining district for 
the greater convenience of miners. 

Seventy-seventh. The usual oaths will be required of 
these deputies and their assistants as to the correctness of 
each survey executed by them. 

Seventy-eighth. The law requires that each applicant 
shall file with the Begister and Beceiver a sworn statement 
of all charges and fees paid by him for publication of notice 
and for survey; together with all fees and money paid the 
Begister and Beceiver, which sworn statement is required to 
be transmitted to this office, for the information of the 
Commissioner. 

Seventy-ninth. Should it appear that excessive or exor- 
bitant charges have been made by any surveyor or any pub- 
lisher, prompt action will be taken with the view of cor- 
reoting the abuse. 
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Eightieth. The fees payable to the Begister and JEle- 
ceiver, for filing and acting upon applications for mineral 
land patents, made under said act of May 10, 1872, are five 
dollars to each officer, to be paid by the applicant for pat- 
ent at the time of filing, and the like sum of five dollars is 
payable to each officer by an adverse claimant at the time 
of filing his adverse claim. 

Eiffhty^first. All fees or charges under this act, or the 
act of which it is amendatory, may be paid in United States 
currency. 

Eighty-second. The Begister and Beceiver will, at the 
close of each month, forward to this office an abstract of 
mining applications filed, and a register of receipts, accom- 
panied with an abstract of mineral lands sold. 

Eighty-third. The fees and purchase money received by 
Be^isters and Beceivers must be placed to the credit of the 
United States in the Beceiver's monthly and quarterly ac- 
count, charging up in the disbursing account the sums to 
which the Begister and Beceiver may be respectively enti- 
tled* as fees and commissions, with limitations in regard to 
the legal maximum. 

Eighty-fourth. The thirteenth section of the said act of 
May 10, 1872, provides that all affidavits required under 
said act, or the act of which it is amendatory, may be veri- 
fied before anj officer authorized to administer oaths withip 
the land district where the claims may be situated, in which 
case they will have the same force and effect as if taken be- 
fore the Begister or Beceiver, and that in cases of contest 
as to the mineral or agricultural character of land, the testi- 
mony and proofs may be taken before any such officer on 
personal notice of at least ten days to the opposing party, 
or if said party cannot be found, then, after publication of 
notice for at least once a week for thirty days, in a newspa- 
per, to be designated by the Begister as published nearest 
to the location of such land, proof of which notice must be 
made to the Begister. 

Eighty-fifth. The instructions heretofore issued with re- 
gard to disproving the mineral character of lands are accord- 
ingly modified so as to allow proof upon that point to be 
taken before any officer authorized to admini.<ter oaths with- 
in the land district, and that where the residence of the 
parties who claim ihe land to be mineral is known, such 
evidence may be taken without publication, ten days after 
the mineral claimants or affiants shall have been personally 
notified of the time and pliace of such hearing; but in cases 
where such affiants or claimants cannot be served with per- 
sonal notice, or where the land applied for is returned as 
mineral upon the township plat, or where the same is now 
or may hereafter be suspenaed for non-mineral proof, by 
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order of this office, then the party who claims the ri^ht to 
enter the land as agricultural wiU be required, at his own 
expense, to publish a notice once each week for five con- 
secutiye weeks in the newspaper of largest circulation pub- 
lished in the county within which said land is situatea, or 
if no newspaper is published within such county, then in a 
newspa{>er published in an adjoining counfy; the newspa- 
per in either case to be designated by the Register; which 
notice must be clear and specific, embracing tiie points re- 
quired in notices under instructions from this office of 
March 20, 1872, and must name a day after the last day of 
publication of such notice, when testimony as to the charac- 
ter of the land will be taken, statins before what magistrate 
or other officer such hearing will be had, and the place of 
such hearing. 

MILL-SITES. 

Eighty-sixth. The fifteenth section of said act proyides, 
''That where non-mineral land not contiguous to the yein 
or lode is used or occupied by the proprietor of such*yein 
or lode for mining or milling purposes, such non-adjacent 
surface ground may be embraced and included in an appli- 
cation for a patent for such yein or lode, and the same may 
be patented therewith, subject to the same preliminaiy re- 
quirements as to suryey and notice, as are applicable under 
tnis act to yeins or lodes: Provided^ That no location here- 
after made of such non-adjacent land shall exceed fiye acres, 
and payment for the same must be made at the same rate as 
fixed by this act for the superficies of the lode . The owner 
of a quartz mill or reduction works, not owning a mine in 
connection therewith, may also receiye a patent for his mill- 
site as proyided in this section." 

Eighty-seyenth. To ayail themselyes of this proyision of 
law, parties holding the possessory right to a yein or lode, 
and to a piece of land not contiguous thereto, for mining or 
milling purposes, not exceeding the quantity allowed for 
such purpose by the local rules, regulations, or customs, 
the proprietors of such yein or lode may file in the proper 
land office their application for a patent, under oath, in 
manner already set forth herein, whicn application, together 
with the plat and field notes, may include, embrace, and 
describe in addition to the yein or lode, such non-contigu- 
ous mill-site, and after due proceedings as to notice, etc., 
a patent will be issued cony eying the same as one claim. 

Eighty-eighth. In making th6 suryey in a case of this 
kind, the lode claim should be described in the plat and 
field notes as ''Lot No. 37, A," and the mill-site as "Lot 
No. 37, B," orwhateyer maybe its appropriate numerical 
designation; the course and distance from a comer of the 
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mill-site to a comer of the lode claim to be inyariablj ffiyen 
in such plat and field notes, and a copy of the plat and no- 
tice of application for patent must be conspicuously posted 
upon the mill-site as well as upon the vein or lode lor the 
statutory period of sixty days. In making the entry, no 
separate ireceipt or certificate need be issued for the mill- 
site, but the whole area of both lode and mill-site will be 
embraced in one entiy, the price being five dollars for each 
acre and fractional part of an acre embraced by such lode 
and mill-site claim. 

Eighty-ninth. In case the owner of a quartz mill or reduc- 
tion works is not the owner or claimant of a vein or lode, 
the law permits him to make application therefor in the 
same manner Drescribed herein for mining claims, and after 
due notice and proceedings, in the absence of a valid ad- 
verse filing, to enter and receive a patent for his mill-site, 
at said price per acre. 

Ninebeth. In every case there must be satisfactory proof 
that the land claimed as a mill-site is not mineral in char- 
acter, which proof may, where the matter is unquestioned^ 
consist of the sworn stotement of the claimant, supported by 
that of one or more disinterested persons capable from ac- 
quaintance with the land to testify underatandingly. 

Ninety-first. The law expressly limits mill-site locations 
made from and after its passage to five acres, but whether 
so much as that can be located, depelids upon the local cus- 
toms, rules, or regulations. 

Ninety-second. The Registers and Beceivers will preserve 
an unbroken consecutive series of numbers for all mineral 
entries. 

PROOF OF OmZENSmP OF MINING OLAIMANTB. 

• 

Ninety-third. The proof necessary to establish the citi- 
zenship of applicants for mining patents, whether under 
the present or past enactments, it will be seen by reference 
to the seventh section of the act under consideration, may 
consist, in the case of an individual claimant, of his own 
affidavit of the fact; in the case of an association of per- 
sons not incorporated, of the affidavit of their authorized 
agent, made on his own knowledge or upon information and 
belief, that the several members of such association are 
citizens; and in the case of an incorporated company, organ- 
ized under the laws of the United States, or the laws of any 
State or Territory of the United States, by the filing of a 
certified copy of their charter or certificate of incorporation. 

Ninety-fourtii. These affidavits of citizenship may be 
taken before the Begister or Beceiver, or any other officer 
authorized to administer oaths within the dismct. 

Ninety-fifth. Copies of the previous mining statutes of 



294 MININa LAWS [June 10, 1872. 

• 

CongresSy dated respectiYely July 26, 1866, and July 9, 
1870, are hereto attached. Sections one, two, three, fonr, 
and six of the former being expressly repealed by the ninth 
section of ^e act of May 10, 1872, aforesaid, which in its 
sixteenth section also repeals all acts and parts of acts incon- 
sistent with itsprovisions. 

Ninety-six. Tne foregoing will be followed in due time 
by snch farther instructions as actual experience in the ad- 
ministration of the statute may render necessary. 

Very respectfully. 

Your obedient servant, 
Willis Dbuhmond, Commissioner. 
To Begisters and Beceivers and Surveyors-general. 



Chap. CCLXII.— An Act granting the Bight of YTaj to Ditch and Canal 
Owners oyer the Pablic Lands, and for other purposes. 

£• it enacted by the Senate and ffouae of ReprtMniaiives of tka United Sfatee 
of America, in Congress assembled. That the mineml lands of the public do- 
main, both snrveyed and unsnrveyed, are hereby declared to be free and 
open to exploration and occupation by all citizens of the United States, and 
tnose vhohaTe declared their intention to become citizens, subject to such 
regnlations as may be prescribed by law, and subject also to the local cus- 
toms or rules of miners in the several mining distiicts, so far as the same 
may not be in conflict with the laws of the United States. (Bepeakd.) 

Sio. 2. And be it further enacted, That wLeneyer any person, or association 
of persons, claim a vein or lode of quartz, or other rock in place, bearing 
gold, silver, cinnabar, or copper, having previously occupied and improred 
tne same according to the local customs or rales of miners in the aistriet 
where the same is sitoated, and having expended in actual labor and im- 
provements thereon an amount of not less than one thousand dollars, and in 
regard to whose possession there is no controversy or oppostng daim. it 
shall and may be lawfal for said claimant, or association of^claimants, to file 
in the local land office a diagram of the same, so extended laterally or otha> 
wise as to conform to the local laws, customs, and rules of miners, and to enter 
such tract and receire a patent thkrefor, granting such mine, together with 
the nght to follow snch vein or lode, with its dips, angles, and variations to 
any depth, although it may enter the land adjoining, which land adjoining 
shall be sold subject to this condition. (Repealed.) 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That npon the filing of the diagram, as 
provided in the second section of this act, and posting the same in a con- 
spicuous place on the claim, together with a notice of intention to apply for 
a patent, the Begister of the land office shall publish a notice of the same 
in a newspaper published nearest to the location of said dadm, and shall also 
post such notice in his office for the period of ninety days ; and after the 
expiration of said period, if no adverse claim shaU have been filed, it shall 
be the duty of the Surveyor-general, upon application of the party, to snrvey 
the premises and make a plut thereof, indorsed wiUi his approval, designating 
the number and description of the location, the value of the labor and im- 
provements, and the character of the vein exposed ; and upon che payment 
to the proper officer of five dollars per acre, together with the cost of snch 
survey, plat, and notice, and giving satisfactory evidence that said dingmm 
and notice have been posted on the claim during said period of ninety days, 
the Begister of the land office shall transmit to the Oeneral Land Office said 
plat, sorvey, and description, and a patent shall isKue for the same there- 
upon. Bat said plat, survey, or description, shall in no case cover more 
than one vein or lode, and no patent shall issue for more than one vein or 
lode, which shall be expressed in the patent issued. (Bepealed.) 
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Seo. 4. And he it further enadedt That when each location and entry of a 
mine shall be npon nnsarreyed lands, it shall and may be lawfal, after the 
extension thereto of the pnblio sarTeys to adjnst the surveys to the limits of 
the premises according to the location and possession and plat aforesaid ; 
and the Sarveyor-general may, in extending the surveys, vary the same from 
a rectangular form to suit the circumstances of the country and the local 
rules, laws, and customs of miners: Provided, That no location hereafter 
made shall exceed two hundred feet in length along the vein for each locator, 
with an additional claim for discovery to the discoverer of the lode, with 
the right to follow such vein to any depth with all its dips, variations, and 
angles, together with a reasonable quantity of surface for the convenient 
working of the same, as fixed by local rules: And provided furthtr. That 
no person may make more than one location on the same lode, and not more 
than three thousand feet shall be taken in any one claim by any association 
of persons. [Repealed.] 

Sso. 5. And be it furlhir enaded. That as a further condition of sale, in the 
absence of necessary legislation by Congress, the local legislature of any 
State or Territory may provide rules for working mines involving easements, 
drainage, and oiher necessary means to their complete development; and 
those conditions shall be fully expressed in the patent. 

8ko. 6. And be it further enacted, That whenever any adverse claimants 
to any mine, located and claimed as aforesaid, shall appear before the ap- 
proval of the survey, as provided in the third section of this act, all pro- 
ceedmgs shall be stayed until final settiement and adjudication, in the courts 
of competent jurisdiction, of the rights of possession to such claim, when a 
patent may isHue as in other cases. [Bepealed.] 

8X0. 7. And be U further enacted, That the President of the United States 
be, and is hereby, authorized to establish additional land districts, and to 
appoint the necessary officers under existing laws, wherever he may deem 
the same necessary for the public conitenience in execnting the provisions of 
this act. 

Sso. 8. And be U further enacted. That the right of way for the eonstmo- 
tion of highways over public lands, not reserved for public uses, is hereby 
granted. 

Sso. 9. And be it further enacted, That whenever, by priority of possession, 
rights to the use of water for mining, agricultural, manufacturing, or other 
purposes, have vested and accrued, and the same are recognized and acknowl- 
edged by the local customs, laws, and the decisions of courts, the possessors 
and owners of such vested rights shall l>e maintained and protected in the 
same; and the right of way for the construction of ditches and canals for 
the purposes aforesaid is hereby acknowledged and confirmed: Provided, 
however. That whenever, after tiie passage of this act, any person or persons 
shall, in the construction of any ditch or canal, injure or damage the posses- 
sion of any settler on the public domain, the party committing such injury 
or damage shall be liable to the party injured for such injury or damage. 

8x0. 10. And be it further enacted. That wherever, prior to the passage 
of this act, upon the lands, heretofore designated as mineral lands, which 
have been excluded from survey and sale, there have been homesteads made 
by citizens of the United States, or persons who have declared their intention 
to become citizens, which homesteads Jbave been made, improved, and used 
for agricultural purposes, and upon which there have been no valuable 
mines of gold, silver, cinnabar, or copper discovered, and which are proper- 
ly agricultural lands, the said settlers or owners of such homesteads shall 
have a right of pre-emption thereto, and shall be entitied to purchase the 
same at the price of one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, and in quan- 
tity not to exceed one hundred and sixty acres; or said parties may avail 
themselves of the provisions of the act of Congress approved May twenty, 
eighteeen hundred and sixty-two, entitied *' An act to secure homesteads to 
actual settlers on the public domain," and acts amendatory thereof. 

Sso. 11. And be it further encu^d. That upon the survey of the lands 
aforesaid, the Secretary of the Interior may designate and set apart such 
portions of the said lands as are clearly agricultural lands, which lands shall 
thereafter be subject to pre-emption and sale as other pubHo lands of the 
United States, and subject to all the laws and regulations applicable to ths 
• same. 

Approved July 36, 1866. 
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B. 

Chap. CCXXY.— An Act to amend '* An Act Granting the Bight of Way to 
Ditoh and Canal Owners over the Publio Lands, and for other purposes." 

Se U enacted by the Senate and House of BepresentaHvett of the Ut^led Siaiet 
of Ameriea in Congress assembled, That the act granting the right of way to 
mtoh and canal owners oyer the public lands, and lor other puiposes, ap- 
proved July twenty-six, eighteen hundred and sixty-six, be, and the same 
IS hereby, amended by adding thereto the following additional sections, 
numbered tweWe, thirteen, fourteen, fifteen, sixteen and seventeen, respect- 
ively, which shall hereafter constitute and form a part of the aforesaid act: 

tiso. 12. And be it further encusted. That claims, usually called "placers,'* 
including all forms of deposit, excepting veins of quar& or ^ther rock in 
place, shall be subject to entry and patent under this act, under like drcum- 
stanees and conditions, and upon similar proceedings, as are provided for 
vein or lode claims: Provided, That where the lands have been previously 
surveyed by the United States, the entry in its exterior limits shall confonn 
to the legal subdivisions of the public lands, no further survey or plat in 
such cage being required, and the lands may be paid for at the rate of two dol- 
lars and fifty cents per acre : Provided further, That legal subdivisions of forty 
acres may be subdivided into ten-acre tracts; and that two or more peivons, 
or association of persons, having contiguous claims of any size, although 
such claims may be less than ten acres each, may make Joint enti^ thereof: 
And provided further. That no location of a plkcer claim, hereafter made, 
shall exceed one hundred and sixty acres for any one person or association 
of persons, which location shall conform to the United States survevs; and 
nothing in this section contained shall defeat or impair any bona fide pre- 
emption or homestead claim upon agricultural lands, or authorise the sale 
of tne improvements of any bona fide settler to any purchaser. 

Sio. 13. And be it further enacted. That where said person or association, 
the^ and their grantors, shall have held and worked their said claims for a 
pen6d equal to the time preBcril)ed by the statute of limitations, for mining 
ulaims of the State or Territory where the same may be situated, evidence 
of such possession and working of the claims for such period shall be suffi- 
cient to establish a right to a patent thereto under this act, in the absence of 
any adverse claim: Provided, however. That nothing in this act shall be 
deemed to impair any Uen which may have attached in any wa^ whatever to 
any mining claim or property thereto attached prior to the issuance of a 
patent. 

Sko. 14. And beit further enacted, That all ex parte affidavits required to be 
made under this act, or the act of which it is amendatory, may be verified 
before any officer authorized to administer oaths within the land district 
where the claims may be situated. 

Sbo. 15. And be it further enacted. That Begisters and Beeeivers shall 
receive the same fees for services under this act as are provided by law for 
like services under other acts of Congress; and that effect shall be given to 
the foregoing act according to such regulations as may be prescribed by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

SiG. 16. And be it further enacted. That so much of the act of March third, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-three, entitled " An act to provide for the survey 
of the public lands in Cuifomia, the granting of pre-emption rights, and 
for other purposes," as provides that none other than township lines shall 
be surveyed where the lands are mineral, is hereby repealed, ^d the pub- 
lic surveys are hereby extended over all such lands: Provided, That all sub- 
dividing of surveyed lands into lots less tban one hundred and sixty acres 
may be done bv county and local surveyors at the expense of the claimants: 
And provided further. That nothing herein contained shall require the survey 
of waste or useless lands. 

Sbo. 17. And be U further enacted, That none of the rights conferred bv 
sections five, eight, and nine of the act to which this act is amendatory shafi 
be abroffiited by this act, and the same are hereby extended to all publio 
lands affected by this act; and all patents granted, or pre-emption or home- 
steads allowed, shall be subject to any vested and acomed water rights, or> 
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rights to ditches and reserroin used in oonnection with sach water rights as 
may haye been acquired ondor or recognized by the ninth section of the act 
of which this act is amendatory. Bat nothing in this act shall be construed 
to repeal, impair, or in any way affect the provisions of the "Act granting 
to A. Satro the right of way and other privileges to aid in the constmction 
of a draining and exploring tnnnel to the Comstock lode, in the State of 
i^evada," approved Joly twenty-fifth, eighteen hundred and sixty-six. 
Approved July 9, 1870. 



Segregation of Mineral and Agricultural Lands, June 17, 

1872. 

A. 

Dkpabthxnt of thb Intehiob, 
OsNSBAL Land Office, Washington, D. C, Not. 24, 1871. 

Sib: I have the honor to represent that, prior to the date 
of my taking charge of this office, the practice prevailed of 
allowing pre-emption and railroad rights to attach to lands 
in the mineral region, when the same were returned by the 
surveyors as agricultiiral land, without making an investi- 
gation as to the correctness of such return, unless affidavits 
were filed alleging the tracts to be mineral. As an evidence 
of the evil results of this course, I would invite your atten-' 
tion to the following case, now before this office, viz: 

The official plat of survey of township 1 north, ranse I 
east, Mount Diablo meridian, California, was approved by 
the Surveyor-general June 12, 1867. The south-east quar- 
ter of section nineteen of* said township fell within the 
limits of the withdrawal for the Western Pacific railroad 
company, and not being returned as mineral, passed to said 
company by patent dated May 31, 1870. 

On the twenty-sixth January, 1871, Joshua Marsh made 
an entry of this tract at the San Francisco land office, after 
notice; he claiming the possessory right thereto under min- 
ing laws, by reason of nis being the owner of a mine of 
cinnabar therein, located in June, 1864, upon which he had 
expended more than one thousand dollars. B^ reason of 
this erroneous return, a patent has thus been issued con- 
veying what appears to be valuable mining premises, which 
never would have been done had the land been properly 
returned by the surveyor, the grant to said company ex- 
pressly excepting and excluding all mineral lands except 
those containing coal or iron. 

I am impressed with the conviction that it is neither in 
harmony with the spirit or intent of the laws of Congress, 
nor with true public policy, to sanction the indiscriminate 
absorption of the lands in what has heretofore been known 
as the reserved mineral belt in the public domain, under 
laws only applicable to lands clearly non-mineral, simply 
because the aeputy surveyors failed to return the same as 
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mineral in oharaoier. This view is strengthened bjthe 
fact that very mcjijy in fact the majority, of the applica- 
tions for mineral patents, are found, upon consulting our 
official township plats, to be within subdivisions not reported 
as mineral in cnaracter. 

In many of the hearings had before the local officers, to 
determine the true character of these tracts, the testimony 
shows conclusively that of a whole quarter or half quarter 
section sought to be entered under me pre-emption law, the 
only portion really agricultural in character is confined to 
two or three acres, upon which the pre-emption party has a 
house and garden, the agricultural utility of the remainder 
consisting m its adaptability to grazing cattle. 

The mere fact that an individual uses one of these isolated 
garden spots, situate in an imperfectly developed mineral 
region, as a homestead or ranch, does not, it is thought, in- 
vest him with an equitable right to a government title to an 
entire quarter section of land, the real mineral character of 
which has not yet been tested, or, at all events, not suffi- 
ciently to enable parties to tell with any certainty whether 
the land contains valuable mines or not. 

The Government is not in such haste to divest itself of its 
title to the lands situate within the heretofore reserved min- 
eral region, as to grant them away by wholesale as agricul- 
tural lands, before they have been sufficiently explored to de- 
termine their true character. Such policy would result in the 
exclusion of other citizens of the United States who might 
desire to exercise their legal i^ight to explore and occupy 
mineral lands in the public domain. 

When a bonajide agricultural claimant desires the segre- 
gation of the ground containing his improvements from the 
adjoining mineral land, he can have the same effected under 
existing circular instructions. From the fact that but few 
of these pre-emption claimants seem disposed to avail 
themselves of the privilege of this segregation, the inference 
^ is that in many cases it is not so much on account of the 
^ agricultural value of the tract as of its probable mineral 
deposits that title is desired. 

Speaking of Nevada County, California, J. Boss Browne, 
in his official report made March 5, 1868, to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, says : 

Its length, from east to west, is about sixty-five mUes, haTini; an average 
breadth of twenty, and containing at)oat 1,300 square miles. It is near the 
middle of the great gold region that stretches along the westerly slope of the 
mountain chain, extends entirely across the auriferous belt, and in the last 
nineteen years has prodaced more gold than any tract of country of equal 
extent in the world. 

Beferring to the extent of the placer mines in said county, 
this report states : 

The product of the placer mines of Nevada County has neither materiaUv 
increased nor diminished since 1850, and though they have been worked 
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without intemxption for nineteen yearn, the deTelopmente of that period 
have barely been atlfflcient to give us an idea of their vast extent. The shal- 
low diwings which were so eadly worked and afforded such large returns to 
the earfy miners, are m'>stly exhausted ; but the deep plaoera, or hill dig- 
ging in the channels of ancient streams, in many places underlying hun« 
dreds of feet of alluTial deposits and voloanic material, cannot be exhausted 
for a long period of time. In fact, for all practical purposes, they may be 
considered as inexhaustible. 

Again, on page 127 of said report, it is stated : 

No estimate approaching to accuracy can be made of the amount of gold 
contained in the placer mines of this county, and which may yet be brought 
forth for the beneflfc of the cirilized irorld. To say that it is enough to pay 
off the national debt would be a moderate estimate, and it is not improbable 
that in some of these deep placers deposits of gold may yet be found in such 
quantities as will materially diminish the yalue of the metal. 

The same work gives exhaustive statistics of the extent 
and valae of the gold-bearing (juartz ledges in said county, 
those in the Grass Valley mining district being described 
as the most valuable in California. 

Township 16 north, range 8 east, Mount Diablo meridian, 
embraces tne towns of Grass Valley, Gold Hill, and part of 
Nevada City, all in the verv heart of this rich mining region, 
and yet, upon inspecting the official plat of said township), 
approved by the Surveyor-general August 24, 1867, it is 
found that no particular portions of the land are returned 
as mineral and seffregatea from the agricultural portion, as 
required by the law and instructions. Since the survey 
ana return of said township, numerous contests have arisen 
between miners and pre-emption claimants, as regards the 
character of the lana, and several applications have been 
made and titles issued for mines therein, no intimation of 
the existence of which was given, however, upon the official 

Slat of said township aforesaid ; for instance, the celebrated 
Sureka gold quartz claim, reported by J. Boss Browne to 
have been worked since 1861, and to l>e ^' the most valuable 
gold mine in the county, or perhaps in the world," yielding 
about $49,000 per month, is situated in the north-east quar- 
ter section twenty-six of said township, which said tract is 
not shown by the plat aforesaid to contain any mineral land 
or claim whatever. * 

The widely known Ophir Hill, or Empire Mine, n6ar the 
town of Grass Valley, is in section thirty-five in said tiiwn- 
ship. This mine has been worked since the year 1852, has 
haa $250,000 expended in improvements thereon, and is 
reported to have yielded nearly $2,000,000 in gold ; yet said 
plat gives not the slightest indication that there is any such 
mine in existence, or that the subdivision in which it lies is 
other than- agricultural land. 

Numerous other cases of this kind could be cited, not 
only in Nevada, but in other of the mining counties, of 
tracts being returned agricultural in character, while, as 
was subsequently shown, there were valuable mines thereon 
in active operation at tibe time the survey was made. 
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Again, in some of the township phits, certain of the sub- 
divisions are shaded yellow, and designated ''mineral 
land," the remainder being designated '* agricultnral land.'* 
Inspecting some of these plats, it is found that within these 
''agricultural" tracts are marked "quartz ledges,*' "placer 
mines," "hydraulic mines," etc., the plat thus contradict- 
ing itself. Prior to the 26th of July, 1866, the date of the 
passage of the mining statute this mineral region had been 
excluded from survey and sale by the laws of Confess. 

Under the tenth section of said statute it is provided — 

That wherever, prior to the passage of this act, npon the lands heretofore 
designated as mineral lands, which have been excluded from snrvey and sale, 
there have been homesteads made by citizens of the United States or persons 
who have declared their intention to become citizens, which homesteads 



have been made, improved, and nsed for lu^ricultaral pnrposes, and npon 

of gold, silver, cinnabar, or cop- 
la, 
ipt 
shall be entitled to purchase the same at the price of one dollar and twenty- 



whioh there have been no valuable mines ol 

or owners of such homesteads shall have a right of pre-emption thereto, and 



per discovered, and which are properly agricultural lands, the said settlers 



five cents per acre, and in quantity not to exceed one hundred and sixty 
acres, or the said parties may avail themselves of the provisions of the act of 
Congress approved May twenty, eighteen hundred and sixty-two, entitled 
" An act to secure homesteads to actual settlers on the public domain," and 
acts amendatory thereof. 

The eleventh section of said mining statute provides — 

That upon the survey of the lands aforesaid, the Secretary of the Interior 
may designate and set apart such portions of the said lands as are olearly 
agricultural lands, which lands shall thereafter be subject to pre-emption 
and sale, as other public lands of the United States, and subject to all the 
laws and regulations applicable to the same. 

From the indefinite nature of the returns made by the 
deputv surveyors, the impracticability of carrying into effect 
this eleventh section becomes at once apparent, experience 
having shown that little reliance is to be placed upon these 
plats in determining the true character of the land. To set 
apart the lands "clearly agricultural," from such datiy par- 
takes more of the nature of guess-work than anything else, 
for the reason, as has been set forth, that some of the lands 
containing valuable mines are not returned as mineral. 
Public considerations of a high cl^aracter, therefore, induce 
me to ask authority for withdrawing from disposal as agric- 
ultural lands such townships or parts of townships, in this 
region, as mav reasonablv be presumed from common re- 
port, from official and other data, to be properly classed as 
mineral lands, and that no entries thereof be permitted ex- 
cept by legality qualified citizens holding mineral claims, in 
accordance with the mining statute, except in cases where 
the agricultural character shall first be established bv com- 
petent testimony, in accordance with existing regulations 
applicable to the subject. 

I am, sir, very respectfully. 

Your obedient servant, 

Willis Dbuhmond, Commissioner. 
Hon. CoLUMBTTS Delano, Secretary of the Interior. 
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B. 

DsPABTMEin? OF THE InTERIOB, 

Geksbal Land Office, Washington, D.C, Nov 24, 1871. 

Sib: In reply to jonr letter of this date, requei^ting author- 
ity to withdraw from disposal as agrioultural lands certain 
townships or parts of townships in the mineral region, 
which have been survejed and returned as agricultural 
land, but which are believed to be mineral in character, I 
have to state that, upon an examinatioa of the subject, I 
fully concur in your views, and you are hereby authorized 
to- make the necessary withdrawal, and to instruct the local 
officers not to permit any of the tracts which may be with- 
drawn to be entered as agricultural land, unless the non- 
mineral character of the same shall have been first fully 
and clearly established by competent testimony. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

C. 1)£LAN0, Secretary. 
Hon. Willis Dbummond, Com'r General Land Office. 

0. 

Departiosnt of the Intebiob, 
Oenbbal Land Office, Washington, D. C.« Dec. 2, 1871. 

Gentlemen: Under authority of the Honorable Secretary 
of the Literior you are hereby directed to withhold the 
lands in the following designated townships in your dis- 
trict from disposal under laws only applicable to agricul- 
tural land, until the non-mineral character of the same shall 
have first been satisfactorily established, at a hearing to be 
had before you after due notice, in manner set forth in cir- 
cxdar herewith of date the sixth May, 1871. This course 
has been forced upon the Department by several circum- 
stances, among which may be cited the fact that the ma- 
J'ority of applications for mining titles from California are 
or hmds marked ''agricultural^ upon the official township 
plats; that in making • these returns of surveys large areas 
m the heretofore reserved mineral belt are marked on the 
plats as ''agricultural lands," while upon the same plats, 
and within tne tracts so returned as agricultural, are anno- 
tations of "quartz ledges," "mining ditches," "hydraulic 
mines," "dig^ngs," etc., the plat thus contradicting itself 
and leaving tnis office in the dark as to the true quality of 
the land. 

In a case now pending before this office, of an applica- 
tion for patent for a quicksilver mine, one which has been 
worked for years, it is found that the land was returned as 
agricultural, and falling within the limits of the grant, was 
patented to the Western Pacific railroad company before 
said application was received. 
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Experience haviDg shown that this office cannot with any 
degree of safety judge of the character of these lands from 
the data famished oy such retnms, and there being no 
authority of law for the employment of a competent geolo* 

fist to investigate the matter, the head of the Department 
as, in consideration of the public interests, and to prevent 
the indiscriminate absorption of the mineral lands of the 
public domain through the instrumentality of insufficient 
returns, found it imperatively necessary to adopt the course 
herein announced, both for the protection of the parties 
who have alreadv expended liime, capital, and labor, in 
opening and developing mines, and those of the citizens of 
the United States who may hereafter desire to exercise their 
legal right to do so. 

The following designated townships within your district 
come within this order, viz: 

Township 1 north, ranges 12, 13, and 14 east. 

Township 2 north, ranges 11, 12, 13, 14, and 15 east. 
- Township 3 north, ranges 10, 11, 12, and 13 east. 

Township 4 north, ranges 10, 11, 12, and 13 east. 

Township 6 north, ranges 10, 11, and 12 east. 

Township 6 north, ranges 10, 11, 12, and 13 east. 

Township 7 north, ranges 9, 10, 11, and 12 east. 

Township 8 north, ranges 9, 10, 11, and 12 east. 

Township 9 north, ranges 9, 10, 11, and 12 east. 

Township 10 north, ranges 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12 east. 

Township 11 north, ranges 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11 east. 

Township 12 north, ranges 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11 east. 

Township 13 north, ranges 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11 east. 

Township 14 north, rapges 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11 east. 

Township 15 north, ranges 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11 east. 

Township 16 north, ranges 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 15, 16, and 
17 east. » 

Township 17 north, ranges 16 and 17 east. 

Township 18 north, ranges 16 and 17 east, and 

Township 19 north, ranges 16 and 17 east, all Mount 
Diablo base and meridian. 

You will at once acknowledge the receipt hereof, and be 
governed accordingly. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Willis Dhuicmond, Commissioner. 
Begister and Beceiver, Sacramento, California. 

D. 

Depabtment of the Interiob, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, Dec. 7, 1871. 

Oentleicen: Under authority of the Honorable Secretary 
of the Interior, you are hereby directed to withhold from 
disposal as agricultural the lands in the following desig- 
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nated townships in your district, until the non-mineral char- 
acter of the same shall have first been established at a hear- 
ing to be had before yon, after due notice and in the manner 
set forth in the accompanying circular instructions of May 
6y 1871. This course has been forced upon the department 
by seyeral circumstances, among which may be cited the 
fact that the majority of applications for mining titles from 
California are for lands not marked ''mineral" upon the 
official township plats; that in making these returns of 
surveys, large areas in the heretofore reserved mineral belt 
are marked upon the plats as " agricultural lands," while 
upon the same plats and within the tracts so returned as 
agricultural land are annotations of " quartz ledges," "min- 
ing ditches," " hydraulic mines," "dig^ngs," etc., the plat 
thus contradicting itself and leaving tins office in the dark 
as to the true quality of the land. In a case now pending 
before this office of an application for patent for a quick- 
silver mine which has been worked for years, it is found 
that the surveyor failed to mark the land as mineral, and the 
tract falling within the grant, was patented to the Western 
Pacific railroad company before said application was re- 
ceived. 

Experience having shown that this office cannot, with any 
degree of safetv, judge of the character of these lands, 
whether mineral or agricultural, from the data furnished 
by such returns, and there being no authority of law for the 
employment of a competent geologist to investigate the 
matter, the head of the department has, in consideration of 
the public interests, and to prevent the indiscriminate ab- 
sorption of the mineral lands of the public domain through 
the instrumentality of insufficient returns, found it impera- 
tively necessary to adopt the course herein annonnced, both 
for the protection of those who have already expended time, 
capital, and labor in opening and developing these mines, 
and citizens who may hereafter desire to exercise their legal 
right to do so. 

The following designated townships in your district come 
within this order, and you will treat the same as if returned 
as mineral lands until tne non-mineral character is disproved, 
unless otherwise directed by this office, viz: 

Township 1 north, ranges 11, 12, 13, 14, and 16 east. 

Township 2 north, ranges 11, 12, 13, 14, and 16 east. 

Township 3 north, ranges 10, 11, 12, and 13 east. 

Township 1 south, ranges 12 and 14 east. 

Township 4 south, range 16 east. 

Township 6 south, ranges 16 and 17 east. 

Township 6 south, range 18 east. 

Township 7 south, ranges 17 and 18 east. 

Township 8 south, range 18 east. 
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Township 9 south, range 18 east. 
Township 10 south, ranges 20 and 22 east. 
Township 11 south, ranges 22 and 23 east, all Mount 
Diablo mefidian. 
Please acknowledge receipt hereof as '' N." 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 
Begister and Beceiyer, Stockton, Califomia. 

E. 

Depabtmeiit of the Intebioe, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, January 22, 1872. 

Gentlemen : Under authority of the Honorable Secretary 
of the Interior, you are directed to withhold the lands in the 
following designated townships from disposal as agricultural 
lands until the non-mineral character thereof shall have first 
been tuHj established at a hearing to be had before you in 
accordance with circular instructions herewith, dated the 
6th May, 1871, viz: 

Township 14 north, range 6 east. 

Township 15 north, range 6 east. 

Township 16 north, ranges 5 and 6 east. 

Township 17 north, ranges 6, 6, and 7 east. 

Township 18 north, ranges 4, 5, 6, and 7 east. 

Township 19 north, ranges 3, 4, 6, 6, and 7 east. 

Township 20 north, ranges 3 and 4 east. 

Township 21 north, ranges 3 and 4 east. 

Township 22 north, range 3 east. 

Township 23 north, range 3 east. 

Township 24 north, range4east, all Mount Diablo meridian. 

Please to acknowledge the receipt hereof at once as ''!N.'* 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Willis Dbujcmond, Commissioner. 
Begister and Beceiver, Marysville, Califomia. 

P. 

Depabtment of the Intebiob, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, March 11, 1872. 

Sm: In a communication to you of 24th November last, 
this office submitted a statement as to the prevailingmode 
of disposing of lands in the mineral regions of the U nited 
States, which, prior to the date of the mining act of 26th 
July, 1866, had been carefxdljr reserved by Congress from 
survey and sale, and after reciting the leading facts as to 
the inadequate protection of the public interests in these 
lands, in view of the uncertain character of the returns 
made by surveyors, requested authority for suspending the 
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disposal of certain lands as agricultural in character until 
competent proof was furnished that the same were non* 
mineral. 

On the same date you gave this office the necessary 
authoriW to make snob sosplnsion, and to instruct the loc<a 
land omcers not to permit the agricultural entry of any 
tract so withdrawn until its non-mineral character is first 
shown by competent testimony. This office accordingly 
suspended for non-mineral proof a number of townships 
within what is commonly known as the '^mineral belt" m 
California, and also a number in the Central City land- 
district, in Colorado Territory. 

This action has created much acrimonious discussion pro 
and coUy especially in California; the newspapers in some 
cases totally misapprehending, as it would appear, the real 
meaning and object intended to be conveyed and effected by 
the ordir, bj re^mg it in the light of a suspension oi 
the lands in question from settlement, and a denial in toto 
of the right of any settler to secure title to any tract what- 
ever within the suspended townships, omitting, however, to 
explain that upon making proof of tne non-mineral character 
of any tract so suspended, the settlers' rights would be 
fully recognized. 

Other journals, especially those published in the mining 
districts, where the real question at issue is more thoroughly 
understood, readily admitted the propriety of the order, at 
the same time regretting the additional expense necessarily 
incurred bj bona fide agricultural claimants in establishing 
the non-mmoral character of their claims. 

The Hon. A. A. Sargent, member of Congress from Cali- 
fornia, has referred to this office several letters from con- 
stituents of his in the mining counties, complaining of the 
additional expense and delay to which they are subjected 
by reason of oeing required to prove that their lands are 
not mineral before being allowed to receive patents there- 
for, and asking a revocation of the order requiring such 
proof where the land claimed is not returned by the sur- 
veyor as mineral, or upon which affidavits have not been 
filed alleging the same to be mineral in character. 

Mr. Sargent fully indorses such request, and recommends 
that said orders be rescinded, holding that by the system 
of mineral affidavits all known mineral lands are declared 
to be such ; to all of which this office has given that careful 
and respectful consideration demanded by the importance 
and magnitude of the interests involved. 

Congress has, from its earliest legislation in reference to 
public lands, made a distinction between lands which are 
mineral and those which are not, and this distinction has 
invariably been enforced in every public land law enacted by 
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that body up to the present time, and so long as the legisla- 
tive branch of the Goyemment sees fit and proper to specially 
make such distinction, the executive has oefore it the plain 
duty of enforcing the same, and is without power under the 
law to waive it. 

As recited in my previous communication to you upon 
this subject, the law of Congress, approved July 26, lo66, 

f)rovides, amon^ other things, for the extension of the pub- 
ic surveys to this reserved mineral region, recognizes home- 
stead and pre-emption rights to lands therein not mineral, 
and requires the Secretary of the Interior to set apart such 
portions as are '^ clearly agricultural," to be thereafter sub- 
ject to disposal as other lands of that class. It is clear 
from the lan^age of this statute that Cong^ress did not in- 
tend to abolish or do away with the distinction between 
mineral and agricultural lands, or to allow mineral lands to 
be classed and disposed of as agricultural; but it simply 
provided that the public surveys might be extended over a 
region that was so clearly mineral in character, that before 
that time it had been all reserved for mineral j^urposes, and 
the tract that should appear to be clearly agricultural and 
set apart for disposition under the laws relating to such 
lands, while the mineral lands should be still reserved for 
disposition under the laws relating to lands of that class, 
this Department having no more right to dispose of mineral 
lands in large tracts than it ' had before the enactment of 
this law. 

Owing to the fact that the two classes of land in the min- 
eral belt are so interlaced as to prevent, in most cases, their 
segregation by the rectangular system of surveys, the 
proper execution of this requirement of setting apart the 
'•clearly agricultural" portions is one of the greatest diffi- 
culty, and in many cases it is almost impossible. During 
the lapse of ages the melting of snows and washing of rains 
have nad the effect of disintegrating the quartz lodes or 
other auriferous deposits in the mountains, which are 
washed down into the valleys, flats, and ravines, the gold, 
from its greater specific gravit]^, settling to the bottom or 
bed-rock, these aeposits forming the ''placers," or "dig- 
gings," some of which are quite shallow and soon exhausted; 
others, again, being very deep and overlaid with ^ood soil, 
the surface in the latter case being ''clearly agricultural," 
while the deposit underlying the same is of such a charac- 
ter as to render the land of great value for mineral. 

Again, there exists in the State of California what are 
called "blue leads," "cement," or "gravel" claims, sup- 
posed to be the beds of ancient river ^annels, very deep, 
rich in gold, and practically inexhaustible. These immense 
deposits are frequently covered to a depth of from fifty to 
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one hundred feet, the surface of the overljin^ mass being 
perhaps tillable land, and presenting no indication whatever 
of the valuable underlying deposit. Arable land is also 
sometimes found to overlie quartz lodes, the existence of 
which may not have been known at the time the settler be- 
gan his improvements, but were afterwards discovered by 
prospecting shafts, or otherwise, by miners, who therenoon 
claimed such lodes under local rules and customs, together 
with a sufficient area of surface ground for the convenient 
working of such mines. 

Bat aside from the obstacles growing out of the peculiar 
character of the lands, which render it very difficult, even 
with the utmost circumspection and care, to carry out the 
intention of Congress, and prevent the disposition of min- 
eral lands as agricultural, I have found that, owing to the 
grossly careless, not to say fraudulent, manner in which 
deputy surveyors execute their work in the field and make 
their returns, the distinction which Congress had drawn 
between agricultural and mineral lands was not observed, 
and whole townships of ' the richest mineral land in the 
world, including well known mines which had been worked 
successfully for years, and which were still being worked suc- 
cessfully and profitably, were returned to this office and to 
tbe local land offices as agricultural land, and so posted on 
the tract books, and became from the date of such return 
subject to sale and to selection by railroads, etc., as agri- 
cultural lands, • in direct violation of tbe plain intent of 
Congress, as expressed not only in previous legislation, 
but in the very act under which these lands were surveyed 
and brought into market. 

Therefore, the action* taken by this office in requiring 
agricultural claimants to submit satisfactory proof as to the 
non-mineral character of the lands sought to be entered by 
them was not only imperatively necessary to carry out the 
will of Congress, clearly and repeatedly expressed m regard 
to the reservation of mineral lands for mineral purposes, 
and their disposition in a special manner, but had this 
office, after the discovery of the fact that the plats and re- 
turns made by surveyors were incorrect and false, continued 
to act on and follow them in the disposition of these lands, 
it would not only have been guilty of the grossest and most 
inexcusable neglect of duty, but it would have knowingly 
violated the law, and become a party to the frauds perpe- 
trated by its subordinates. 

To illustrate the unreliability of the surveyors* returns as 
to the character of these lands, and the absolute necessity 
for the rule which, with your advice and consent, I have 
adopted, it may be proper to refer in this connection to 
some of the applications lor patents for mines in California, 
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the lands embracing which were returned on the official 
township plats as agricultural in character, the existence of 
mines therein not becoming known to this office until after 
the receipt of such applications for mining titles, viz: Scho- 
field gold quartz claim, Eureka ^old quartz claim, Idaho 
gold quartz claim, Pittsburgh gold quartz claim, Empire 
gold quartz claim, Sebastopol gold quartz claim, Auroral 
Star gold quartz claim. Galena gold quartz claim. Spring 
Hill gold quartz claim. New YorK Hill gold quarte claim, 
Hanson gold quartz claim, Slate Ledge gold quartz claim, 
Norambaguagold quartz claim, Bising Sun gold quartz claim, 
Medean gold quartz claim, Providence gold quartz claim, 
Davidson quartz claim, Union Company's qnartz claim. 
Dry Creek quartz claim, Sutherland quartz claim, Simp- 
son & Aden quartz claim. Fort cfohn quartz claim, 
Henry Dyer ei aVs placer claim, William Odgers d aVs 
placer claim, F. 0. Leutje et aVa placer claim, Henry 
Layton's placer claim, Oeorge Grant et cd.^s placer claim, 
BradweU & Hoag's placer claim, Daniel B. Carson's 

Slacer claim, Albert L. Lamb's placer claim, Sargent & 
acob's placer claim; Bobert Nelson's placer claim, Byrne 
& Walker's placer claim, N. Beinhold et aVs placer claim, 
William Barney's placer claim. 

The foregoing claims are all within the Sacramento dis- 
trict, and many more could be enumerated, were it neces- 
sary to illustrate the want of reliability of the surveyor's 
returns as to the character of lands. The Surveyors -gen- 
eral were specially instructed to direct their deputies in the 
field to report the character of these lands, giving, in addi- 
tion to other specified data, information respecting any and 
all coal beds, minerals, or ores, with particular descriptions 
of the same as to quality and extent, and all diggings there- 
for, etc., and to designate the agricultural pomons ui)on 
the official plats, to the end that the section of law requiring 
the Department to discriminate between the two classes of 
land might be properly executed; but, with the kind of re- 
turns furnished, it is totally impossible to determine whether 
any given tract in the mineral district is properly agricultural 
land within the meaning of the law or not, or whether this 
office cotdd, with a due regard for the execution of the law, 

J)roceed to patent such tract as agricultural land without 
urther investigation. 

Hon. T. A. Hendricks, in a recent personal call at this 
office, requested permission to examine the official plat of 
township 20 north, range 4 east. Mount Diablo meridian; he 
being, with others, largely interested in mines in section 29 
of the township. 

He^ stated, &om personal knowledge of the land, that 
what is called Table Mountain runs northerly and southerly 
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in said township; that it is very abrupt and precipitous, 
about half a xnue in height, ana perhaps two miles wide, 
being extensively mined for its underlying gold-bearing 
cement deposits, which are of immense extent and value, 
but difficult to work for want of water; that he, with others, 
is engaged in constructing a diteh or flume, at an expense 
of 1150,000, for the purpose of bringing water to work their 
claims in said section 29; that Morris Bavine, in said sec- 
tion, had already yielded about $2,000,000, but would not 
be exhausted in one hundred years, etc. Upon examination 
of the plat of this township, there was found nothing to 
show the existence of Table Mountein; none of the land 
stated by Mr. Hendricks to be so rich in mineral having 
been returned or posted upon our books as other than 
agricultural land. 

Under my predecessor, the rule prevailed that upon the 
survey of these reserved lands, homesteads, pre-emptions, 
and railroad grant rights took effect upon all such lands as 
were returned by surveyors as * 'agricultural," except in 
cases where, before such lands were patented, affidavits were 
filed alleging their true character to be mineral, in which 
case a hearing would be had before the Register and Be- 
ceiver, to determine whether the tract was of more value 
for mineral than for agricultural purposes, mineral lands 
being expressly excluded from land-^ante to railroads, and 
from the operation of the pre-emption or homestead laws. 
But I am fully convinced that this rule failed to afford 
adequate protection to the miners as a class, or prevent the 
disposition of mineral lands as agricultural. It is true that 

Earties engaged in the real estete business or in land specu- 
ktions, and who are therefore well informed as to the regu- 
lations governing the land offices, and also those miners wno 
have acquired a knowledge of the reckless manner in which 
returns nave been made by deputy surveyors, can protect 
themselves from the consequences of such erroneous and 
false returns, by making affidavits as to the mineral char- 
acter of the lands in which they are directlj interested, and 
filing the same with the Begistor and Beceiver, thus neces- 
sitating a hearing before the land so filed on can be disposed 
of as agricultural ; but, inasmuch as the law does not provide 
for or require such affidavits to be filed, but does authorize 
the Secretary of the Interior, when the surveys are made, 
to segregate the agricultural &om the mineral lands before 
they can be classed or disposed of imder the law relating to 
agricultural lands, the miners and owners of mining claims 
have a right to suppose, and the great mass of them did un- 
doubtedly suppose, that they were protected by the law 
without action on tibeir part; but if this were not so, I fail 
to perceive any good reason why, in a region confessedly 
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mineral, and in which Congress has seen proper to hold all 
lands as mineral, except those speciallj desimated as 
agricultural by the Secretary of the Interior, the burden of 
filing proof as to the character of the land should be im* 
.posed on the mineral instead of the agricultural claimant. 
If a mine should be discovered in a region where agricul- 
tural lands predominate, such a rule would be reasonable 
and proper, but in a mineral region the burden of proof 
should be on the agricultural claimant, and Congress has, 
in the matter under consideration., so provided in effect by 
considering and treating all the lands as mineral which have 
not been specially designated by the Secretary of ^ the 
Interior as agricultural. It will be observed that the work 
of designating and setting apart agricultural lands in the 
mineral region is not left to the Surveyor-general, or even 
to the Commissioner of the General Land-Office, but is by 
the statute thrown upon the Secretary of the Interior, and, 
therefore, according to the most liberal construction we can 
place upon the law, the disposition of these lands as 
agricultural, under the rule prescribed by my predecessor, 
was unauthorized and clearly illegal. 

But if we admit the propriety and legality of the pro* 
ceedings under these mineral affidavits, they do not prevent 
the mineral lands from being disposed bf as agricultural, 
except in special cases where contests arise between parties 
claiming adversely. Where the minerid and agricultural 
interests are both vested in the same person or persons, the 
lands will be taken as agricultural, unless the parties in 
interest are required to give notice and submit proof under 
oath as to the non-mineral character of the land. 

A^in, in many localities the mineral-bearing lands have 
not heretofore been occupied or worked because of the lack 
of water, or other necessary facilities, but it does not follow, 
because they are not at present occupied or worked by some 
one who is ready to contest the right of the agricultural 
claimant, that they are not mineral lands, or that they may 
not, under a changed condition of things, become as pro- 
ductive as any mines in the country. A ditch, of a few 
miles in length, frequently renders mines veiy profitable, 
that could not be worked successfully without water. But 
I have shown that there is no law which authorizes or re- 
quires these mineral affidavits, and there is nothing to pre- 
vent them from being withheld or withdrawn for fraudulent 
purposes. 

In some cases, when the matter came on for hearing be- 
fore the Begister and Beceiver, the mineral affiants failed 
to appear, and instances have come to the knowledge of 
this office of private arrangements being entered into be- 
tween the respective mineral and agricultural claim- 
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ants, by which the latter were not to be opposed in obtain- 
ing titles to the land, which, upon being patented as agri- 
oultural, was to be held by the several parties in pursuance 
of such previous agreement, and thus the only obstacle to 
the disposition of mineral lands as agricultural — ^the min" 
eral affidavit — was withheld or removed. 

In view of the facts and circumstances set forth herein, 
and in my letter of the twenty-fourth November last, I am 
unable to agree with Mr. Sargent that the order requiring 
proof of the non-mineral character of lands which are sought 
to be entered as agricultural should be rescinded. On the 
contrary, the more I examine the question the more thor- 
oughly I become convinced not only of the propriety, but 
of the absolute necessity, for the order, and I therefore 
recommend that it be adhered to and strictly enforced in 
the future. 

In order, however, to relieve contestants of the expense 
and trouble of traveling long distances to establish the 
character of lands, I will, if it meets vour concurrence and 
approval, issue instructions to the local officers to allow 
tne proof on that particular point to be taken before a clerk 
of a court of record for the county within which the lands 
are situated, after due notice has been given of the time 
and place for taking such proof. 

i am, sir, with great respect, your obedient servant, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 
Hon. Columbus Dslako, Secretary of the Interior. 

G. 

DbPABTMENT of the IlVTEBIOB, 

Obnebal Land Office, March 20, 1872. 

Gentlemen : In order to save as much as possible the ex- 
pense, trouble, and delay incident to the present manner of 
taking proofs as to the mineral or agricultural character of 
lands, it is hereby directed that testimony upon this point 
maybe taken before a clerk of a court of record in and for 
the county in which the land is situate, after due notice, in 
the following manner, to wit : 

Hereafter, when an application is filed to enter land as 
agricultural which is alleged, under oath, to be mineral in 
character, or which is returned upon the official township 
plat as mineral, or land which is now or may hereafter be 
suspended by order of this office for proof as to the non- 
mineral character thereof, you will, upon such application 
being made, require such applicant to publish, at his own 
expense, a notice thereof once each week, for four consecutive 
weeks, in a newspaper of largest circulation published 
nearest to the land in question; such notice to give the 
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name and address of the claimant, the designation of the 
sabdiyision embraced by his filing, the names of any miners 
or mining companies whose claims or improvements are 
upon the land, or in the immediate vicinity thereof, the 
names of the parties who filed the affidavits that the land is 
mineral ; and, finally, the notice should name a day, which 
shall not be less than thirty (30) days from the date of the 
first insertion of said notice in such newspaper, upon which 
testimony will be taken before the county clerk, to deter- 
mine the facts as to the mineral or non-mineral character of 
the land, when such persons as may be brought by the par- 
ties iu interest will be examined and their testimony reduced 
to writing ; the whole to be duly attested by the seal of the 
court, and transmitted to the Begister and the Receiver, 
who will thereupon examine and forward the same to this 
office, with their joint opinion as to the character of the 
land, as shown by the testimony. A copy of this notice 
must be posted in a conspicuous place, upon each forty- 
acre subdivision claimed, for four consecutive weeks, proof 
of which must be made under oath by at least two persons, 
who wiU state when the notice was posted ana where 
posted. 
At the hearing, there must be filed the affidavit of the 

J>ublisher of the paper that the said notice was published 
or the required time, stating when and for how long such 
publication was made, a printed copy thereof to be attached 
and made a part of the affidavit. In every case where prac- 
ticable, in addition to the foregoing, personal notice must 
be served on the mineral affiants, and upon any parties who 
may be mining upon or claiming the land. 

At the hearing, the claimants and witnesses will be thor- 
oughly examined with regard to the character of the land; 
whether the same has been thoroughly prospected; whether 
or not there exists Within the tract or tracts claimed any 
lode or vein of quartz or other rock in place, bearing gold, 
silyer, cinnabar, or copper, which has eyer been claimed, 
located, recorded, or worked; whether such work is entirely 
abandoned, or whether occasionally resumed; if such lode 
does exist, by whom claimed, under what designation, and 
in which subdivision of the land it lies; whether any placer 
mine or mines exist upon the land; if so, what is the char- 
acter thereof^- whether of the shallow surface description, 
or of the deep cement, blue lead, or grayel deposits; to 
what extent mining is carried on when water can be ob- 
tained, and what the facilities are for obtaining water for 
niining purposes; upon what particular fortj^-acre subdi- 
visions mining has been done, and at what time the land 
was abandoned for mining purposes, if abandoned at all. 
The testimony should also show tiie agricultural capaci- 
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ties of the land, what kind of crops are raised thereon, and 
the value thereof; the number of acres actually cultivated 
for crops of cereals or vegetables, and within which par^ 
ticular fortv-acre subdivisions such crops are raised; also 
which of these subdivisions embraces his improvements, 
giving in detail the extent and value of his improvements, 
such as house, bam, vineyard, orchard, fencing, etc. 
^ It is thought that bona fide settlers upon lands really ag- 
ricultural, will be able to show, by a clear, logical, and 
succinct chain of evidence, that their claims are founded 
upon law and justice; while parties who have made little or 
no permanent agricultural improvements, and who only 
seeK title for speculative purposes, on account of the min- 
eral deposits known to themselves to be contained in the 
land, will be defeated in their intentions. 

The testimony should be as full and complete as possi- 
ble; and in addition to the leading points indicated aoove, 
everything of importance bearing upon the question of the 
character of the land should be elicited at the hearing. If, 
upon a review of the testimony at this office, a forty-acre 
tract should be found to be properly mineral in character, 
that fact will be no bar to the execution of the settler's 
legal right to the remaining non-mineral portion of his 
claim, if contiguous. The fees for taking testimony and 
reducing the same to writing, in these cases, when taken by 
a clerk of a court of record, as aforesaid, will have to be 
defrayed by the parties in interest. 

When, by reason of proximity to the local land office, an 
applicant to enter lands of this class prefers to have the 
testimony taken before the Begister and the Beceiver, in- 
stead of the clerk of a court oi record, as aforesaid, he has 
that option. In such case the mode of proceeding is fully 
set forth in the inclosed circular of the sixth May, 1871, 
which circular is hereby modified, as to the manner of giv- 
ing notice, so as to conform with these instructions relative 
to that point. It must be steadily kept in mind that the 
testimony hereby authorized to be taken before the clerk of 
a court is not for the purpose of determining questions of 
conflict between either pre-emption or mineral claimants, 
but simply to determine the character of the land, whether 
mineral or agricultural. 

When the testimony is taken before the clerk of a court, 
as aforesaid, the Begister and the Beceiver will be entitled 
to no fees; those paid by the parties to the county clerk 
being all they are required to pay with reference to the 
proof as to the character of the land. 

No fear need be entertained that miners will be permitted 
to make entries of tracts ostensibly as mining claims, which 
are not mineral, simply for the purpose of obtaining pos- 
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sesaion and defrauding settlers out of their valuable a^- 
cultural improvements ; it being almost an impossibUitv 
for such a rraud to be consummated under the laws and 
regulations applicable to obtaining patents for mining 
claims. The fact that a certain tract of land is decided 
upon testimony to be mineral in character, is bj no means 
equivalent to an award of the land to a miner. A miner is 
compelled by law to give three months publication of no- 
tice, and three months posting of diagrams and notices, as 
a preliminary step ; and then, before he can enter the land, 
he must show that the land yields mineral ; that he is en- 
titled to the possessory right thereto in virtue of compliance 
with local customs or rules of miners, or by virtue of the 
statute of limitations : that he or his grantors have ex- 
pended, in actual labor and improvements, an amount of 
not less than one thousand dollars thereon, and that the 
claim is one in regard to which there is no controversy or 
opposing claim. After all these proofs are met, he is enti- 
tled to have a survev made at his own cost, where a survey 
is required, after which he can enter and pay for the land 
embraced by his claim. 

It is quite unlikely that a miner would undertake these 
long and Qzpensive proceedings, simply for the purpose of 
attempting to defraud an a^iculturist out of a tract of land 
which was not mineral but improved agricultural land, when 
there is an almost absolute certainty, not only of his scheme 
being frustrated, but also of his being unable to furnish the 
proof always required as a basis of patent for a mineral 
claim. 

You are requested to give the foregoing careful attention, 
and to furnish copies hereof to parties upon application, in 
order that they may be fully informed in the premises. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 
Register and Receiver, U. S. Land Office at . 

H. 

Depabtment of the Interior, 
General Land Office, Washington, D. C, April 20, 1872. 

Gentlemen : Referring to my letter to you of December 
2, 1871, directing you to suspend from disposal as agricul- 
tural lands certain townships therein designated, until the 
non-mineral character thereof shall have first been estab- 
lished by competent proof taken at a hearing to be had after 
due notice, I have to state that said order is modified with 
respect to entries which had already been made and re- 
ported to this office before said instructions were issued, 
out will be stricUy enforced with regard to all applications 
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to enter sach lands as agricultural made subsequent to said 
order. 

The cases which had been reported prior to the date of 
said instructions, as aforesaid, will each be carefully ex- 
amined in its turn, and if, from the facts in any case, a fur- 
ther hearing or additional proof is necessary, the proper 
ruling will be made in the premises. 

You will make this known to all parties in interest and 
acknowledge its receipt. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant,' 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 
Begister and Beceiver, Sacramento, Oalifomia. 



The following act of Congress was approved Feb. 18, 1873 : 

An Act in relation to Mineral Lands. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of Ameiica in Congress assembled, That 
within the States hereinafter named, deposits or mines of 
iron and coal be, and they are hereby excluded from the 
operations of an act entitled ''An Act to promote the develop- 
ment of the mining resources of the United States," ap- - 
proved May tenth, eighteen hundred and seventh-two, and 
said act shall not apply to the mineral lands situate and 
being within the States of Michigan, Wisconsin, and Min- 
nesota, and that said lands are hereby declared free and 
open to exploration and purchase, according to the legal 
subdivisions thereof, as before the passage of said act; and 
that any bona fide entries of such lands within said States, 
since the passage thereof, may be patented without reference 
to the provisions of said act. 



Depabtment of the Interiob, 

Oeneral Land Office, March 18, 1873. 

The following is an act of Congress approved March 1, 
1873, entitled "An Act to amend an act entitled 'An Act to 
promote the development of the mining resources of the 
United States.'" 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
provisions of the fifth section of the act entitled "An Act to 
promote the development of the mining resources of the 
United States," passed May tenth, eighteen hundred and 
seventy-two, which requires expenditures of labor and im- 
provements on claims located prior to the passage of said 
act, are hereby so amended that the time for the first annual 
expenditure on claims located prior to the passage of said 
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act shall be extended to the tenth day of June, eighteen 
hundred and seventy-four. 

By this legislation the requirements of the fifth section of 
the act of May 10, 1872, are changed by extending the time 
for the first annual expenditure upon claims located prior to 
May 10, 1872, to June 10, 1874. 

The requirements is regard to expenditures upon claims 
located since May 10, 1872, are in no way changed. 

W. W. Curtis, Acting Commissioner. 



Depabthent of the Intebiob, 
Genebal Land Office, Washington, D. C, July 15, 1873. 

Gentlemen: I have had under consideration a number of 
letters, mostly from California, wherein inquiries are made 
as to the proper course to pursue to obtain title to public 
lands contiaining valuable deposits of borax, carbonate and 
nitrate of soda, sulphur, alum, and asphalt. Among them 
is one from the Nevada Consolidated !borax Company, from 
which it a{)pears that this company intends to commence 
the utilization of the alkaline plains of Nevada. 

The first section of the act of Congress approved May 10, 
1872, reads as follows: "That all valuable mineral deposits 
in lands belonging to the United States, both surveyed and 
unsuryeyed, are hereby declared to be free and open to ex- 

J>loration and purchase, and the lands in which they are 
ound to occupation and purchase,'* etc. 

The second section declares "that mining-claims upon 
veins or lodes of quartz, or other rock in place, bearing 
gold, silver, cinnabar, lead, tin, copper, or other valuable 
deposits, heretofore located," etc. 

The sixth section refers to * 'a patent for any land claimed 
and located for valuable deposits." 

It will be observed that in the first section of the act the 
expression "valuable mineral deposits" is employed, while 
in the second and sixth sections the language is, "valuable 
deposits." Allowing, however, that it was the intention of 
the law-makers by this act to dispose of "valuable mineral 
deposits," the question becomes this, "What is a valuable 
mineral deposit r" 

The meaning of the word valuable need not be discussed. 
Anything a person is willingly to give money for, or that is 
useful or precious, or that has merchantable qualities, is 
valuable. The word deposit has always been construed 
by this office to be a general term, embracing veins, lodes, 
ledges, placers, and all other forms in which valuable metals 
have ever been discovered. 

In the sense in which the term mineral was used by 
Congress, it seems difficult to find a definition that wiu 
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embrace what mineralogists a^ee should be included. The 
several authorities consulted in this connection seem to find 
it an easier task to determine what is not, that what is, 
mineral. However, in all the works on mineralogy that 
have come under my notice, borax, nitrate and carbonate of 
soda, sulphur, alum, and asphalt are classified and discussed 
as minerals. 

Alger's edition of Phillips' Mineralogy speaks of 'Hhe 
crust of the globe as consisting chiefly oi earths and earthy 
minerals." Between earths and minerals there is a clear 
line of demarkation, and, though difficult to express in a 
few words, chemical composition and crystallization are the 
principal means of tracing the distinction. Webster seems 
to be the most accurate in his definition of a mineral, for 
he recognizes chemical composition as the important con- 
sideration. He defines a mineral to be '*anv inorganic 
species having a definite chemical composition.' 

From a careful examination of this matter, the conclusion 
I reach as to what constitutes ''a valuable mineral deposit" 
is this: 

That whatever is recognized as a mineral bv the standard 
authorities on the subject, where the same is found in quan- 
tity and quality to render the land sought to be patented 
more valuable on this account than for purposes of agri- 
culture, should be treated by this office as coming within 
the purview of the mining act of May 10, 1872. 

Tne language of the statute is so comprehensive, and 
capable of such liberal construction, that I cannot avoid 
the conclusion that Congress intended it as a general min- 
ing law, ''to promote the development of the mining 
resources of the United States," and to afford a method 
whereby parties holding the possessory right under local 
laws and regulations could secure title to tracts containing 
valuable accretions or deposits of mineral substances, ex- 
cept where a special law might intervene, reserving from 
sale, or regulating the disposal, of particularly specified 
mineral-bearing lands. 

To the several inquiries in the letters referred to, I there- 
fore reply that lands valuable on account of borax, carbo- 
nate of soda, nitrate of soda, sulphur, alum, and asphalt, 
as well as "all valuable mineral deposits," may be applied 
for and patented under the provisions of the mining act of 
May 10, 1872. In case an application should be presented 
to you for a survey of land valuable for other minerals than 
those specified herein and in the act itself, yoa will first 
refer the question to this office, in order that applicants 
may be saved the expense of applying for lands that may be 
reserved by a special act of Confess. 

It will be observed that the mmeral-producing lands are 
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divided into two classes — the one class embraces lands 
where the mineral matter is within " rock in place," or, 
geologically speaking, '* in situ:'' and the second includes 
placers and all forms of deposits excepting those in ''rock 
m place." In this connection, I deem it a matter of im- 
portance to give the construction this office places upon the 
expression, "vein or lode of (^uartz or other rock in place," 
to prevent mistakes in locating the two classes of mines 
referred to, thereby saving to claimants considerable ex- 
pense and delay. 

In geology and among miners, veins or lodes imply gen- 
erally an aggregation of mineral matter found in the fissures 
of the rocks which inclose it, but are of great variety, veins 
differing very much in their formation and appearance. 
Lode is a term in general use among the tin miners of Corn- 
wall, and was introduced on the Pacific coasts by emigrants 
from the Cornish mines, and sigaifies a fissure filled either 
by metallic or earthy matter. In several of the mining dis- 
tricts, the terms lead and ledge are employed in the local 
regulations concerning mines. Lead is used to convey the 
same idea as lode, while ledge would seem to indicate a 
layer or stratum of mineral interposed between a courne or 
ridge of rocks. 

Veins may be either sedimenlary, plutonic, or segregated, 
or of infiltration or attrition, depending upon the peculiar 
formation or the mode of occurrence of the mineral deposit. 
There is also another form of deposit different from either 
of those mentioned above, called contact deposit. 

European miners mention still others, called in England 
"floors," in Germany "Stockwerke," and a form of deposit 
known as ''Fahlband." These latter are, more properly 
speaking, ore-bearing belts, irregular in their dimensions, 
but presenting a certain degree of parallelism with each 
other. Similar in some respects to the Fahlbands, are the 
metalliferous zones, or "amvgdaloidal bands," which are 
said to exist on Mount Lincoln and Mount Bross, Colorado. 

However, if the question were raised, neither of the 
forms of deposit known as contact deposit, Fahlbands, or 
se^egated veins, could be accepted as true metalliferous 
veins, nor could it frequently be made to appear, without 
expensive excavation, whether the metal in the mine for 
which a patent is sought occurs in the form of a true vein 
or not. 

But there is no reason for supposing that the terms were 
employed in their strict geological signification. The plain 
object of the law is to dispose of the mineral lands of the 
United States for money value, and whatever form of de- 
posit can be embraced in the general phrase " vein or lode 
of Quartz, or other rock in place," must be sold at the rate 
of five dollars per acre. 
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It is evidently the policy of the Government to include 
as much land as possible under this designation, for the 
reason that, as the most valuable metals and minerals occur 
in the several vein-formations, it is desirable that the lands 
-wherein thev are discovered should be sold in limited quan- 
tities, thereby preventing the few from monopolizing large 
tracts, which ought to remain open to all for exploration 
and development; and for the further reason that the Gov- 
ernment derives a larger revenue from the sale of lands of 
this description. 

In fine, I include in the first class all lands wherein the 
mineral matter is contained in veins or ledges, occupying 
the original habitat or location of the metal or mineral; 
whether in true or false veins, in zones, in pockets, or in the 
several other forms in which minerals are found in the orig- 
inal rock, whether the gangue, or matrix, is disintegi'ated 
at the surface or not. 

You will please give publicity to this communication 
where it can be done without expense to the Government. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 
To Surveyors-general and Registers and Beceivers. 



Department of the Intekiob, 
General Land Office, WAsmNoroN, D. C, Nov. 20, 1873. 

Sib: Information has reached this office that deputies, in 
surveying mining claims, are in the habit of following the 
direction of the parties in interest, instead of adhering to 
tiie lines established in the original location of such claims, 
and thus, in effect, making a private instead of an official 
survey. 

Under all laws and regulations, whether local or general, 
the location of a claim in such a manner as to give notice to all 
the world of the nature and extent of the same is not only 
indispensable, but in most cases, mining claims are initiated 
thereby, and all subsequent proceedings are based upon 
and must conform to. such location. A failure to make and 
record the location in accordance with the law and regula- 
tions in force at the date of the location will defeat the 
claim, and if it is not made with such definiteness as to 
operate as notice to all persons seeking to acquire rights to 
mining lands, it will be void for uncertainty. 

It follows, therefore, that in making surveys of mining 
claimK, it becomes essentially necessary to ascertain the' 
boundaries thereof as established by the original location, 
for the rights of the claimant are limited and defined by 
such boundaries. To make a survey in accordance with 
other lines or boundaries, is tantamount to making a new 
location of the claim, and the rights of adjoining locators 
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who have complied with the requirements of the law may 
be interfered with and defeated thereby. The practice of 
making surveys according to the dictation of parties in in- 
terest, instead of in accordance with the original location, has 
already caused great confusion and been productive of great 
injury to bona fide claimants. 

1 ou will, therefore, reg^uire the applicant for a survey to 
furnish a copy of the original record of location, properly 
certified to by the recorder having charge of the records of 
the mining locations in the district where the claim is sit- 
uate, and cause all official surveys of mining claims to be 
made in strict conformity to the lines established by the 
original location as recorded ; and if the records of loca- 
tions made prior to the passage of the mining act of May 
10, 1872, is not sufficiently definite and certain to enable the 
deputy to make a correct survey therefrom, he should, after 
reasonable notice in writing to be served personally or through 
the United States mail on the applicant for survey and ad- 
joining claimants, whose residence or post-office address he 
may know, or can ascertain by the exercise of reasonable dili- 
gence, take the testimony of neighboring claimants, and 
other persons who are familiar with the boundaries thereof, 
as originally located and asserted by the locators of the 
claim, and after having ascertained by such testimony the 
boundaries as originally established, he should make a sur- 
vey in accordance therewith, and transmit full and correct 
returns of survey, accompanied by the copy of the record 
of location, the testimony, and a copy of tne notice served 
on the claimant and adjoining proprietors, certifying there- 
on, when, in what manner, and on whom, service was 
made. 

The act of Congress of May 10, 1872, expressly provides 
that '' the location must be distinctly marked on the ground, 
so that its boundaries can be readily traced," and ** that all 
records of mining claims hereafter made shall contain the 
name or names of the locators, the date of the location, and 
such a description of the claim or claims, located by refer- 
ence to some natural object or permanent monument, as will 
identify the claim." 

These provisions of the law must be strictly complied 
with in each case to entitle the claimant to a survey and 
patent, and therefore « should a claimant under a location 
made subsequent to the passage of the mining act of May 
10, 1872, who has not complied with said requirements in 
regf^rd to marking the location upon the ground and record- 
ing the same, apply for a survey, you will decline to make it. 

The only relief for a party under such circumstances will 
be to make a new location in conformity to law and regula- 
tions, as no case will be approved and patented by this 
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office nnless these and all other provisions of law are 
substantially complied with. If the law has been complied 
with in the matter of marking the location on the ground 
and recording the same, and any question arises in the 
execution of the survey as to the identity of monuments, 
marks, or boundaries, which cannot be determined by a 
reference to the record, the deputj should take testimony 
•in the manner hereinbefore prescribed for surveys of claims 
located prior to May 10, 1872, and having thus ascertained 
the true and correct boundaries originally established, 
marked, and recorded, make the survey accordinglv. 

You will at once issue instructions to your deputies, 
req^uiring them to abandon the practice of surveying mining 
claims under the direction of parties in interest, and to 
conform to the rule as hereinbefore prescribed. From an 
examination of the returns of surveys of mining claims I am 
satisfied that in many instances the deputy surveyors certify 
to the value of improvements without ascertaining whether 
such improvements are made by the claimant or his grant- 
ors, or not. No improvements should be included in the 
estimate unless they have been made by the applicant for 
survey or by those from whom he derives title. The value 
of improvements made upon other locations, or by other 
claimants, should not be taken into consideration, but 
excluded by deputies in their estimate of improvements 
upon the claim. 

You will so instruct your deputies, and hereafter require 
them to certify in each instance that the improvements and 
expenditures considered by them in their estimate, and 
which they must describe in their report, were made by the 
applicant or by the persons from whom he derives title. 

The following certificate will be attached to the field ^notes 
of survey by the Surveyor-general: 

**I certify that the foregoing transcript of the field-notes 

of the survey of the mining claim, situate in 

mining district, county of , and of , has 

been correctly copied from the original notes of said survey 
on file in this office; that said field-notes furnish such an 
accurate description of said mining claim as will, if incor- 
porated into a patent, serve fully to identify the premises; 
and that such reference is made therein to natural objects 
and permanent monuments as will perpetuate and fix the 
locus thereof. 

"I further certify that the value of the labor and im- 
provements upon the said mining claim, placed thereon by 
the claimant and his grantors, is not less than five hundred 
dollars, and that said improvements consist of — (here 
describe the improvements made by the applicant ana his 
grantors upon the claim.) I further certify that the plat 

21 
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thereof filed in the U. S. land office at is correct and 

in conformity with the foregoing field-notes. 

'* , U. 8. Surveyor-general for . 

"U. S. Surveyor-general's Office, , 187-." 

The following certificate will be indorsed upon each plat 
by the Surveyor-general, viz : 

"The original field notes of the survey of the — s — ,* 
from which this plat has been made, have been examined 
and approved and are on file in this office,* and I hereby 

certify that they furnish such description of said 

mining claim as will, if incorporated into a patent, serve 
fully to identify the premises; and that such reference is 
made therein to natural objects and permanent monuments 
as will perpetuate and fix tne locus thereof. 

**I further certify that the value of the labor and im- 
provements upon the said mining claim, pUced thereon by 
the applicant and his ^antors, is not less than.five hun- 
dred dollars, and that said improvements consist of — (here 
describe the improvements made by the applicant or his 
grantors upon the claim). And I further certify that this 

IS a correct plat of said mining claim or premises, 

made in contormity with said original field notes of survey 
thereof. 

** , XJ. S. Surveyor-general for ." 

''U. S. Surveyor-general's Office, -^ , , 187^." 

You will acknowledge the receipt hereof, and issue the 
necessary instructions to your deputies to secure a strict 
compliance with the foregoing instructions. 

Very respectfully, 

Willis Drummond, Commissioner. 
U. S. Surveyor-general— 
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EEQUIRED UNDER MINING ACT OF MAY 10, 1872. 



Form A. 

[Mining Act, May 10, 1872.] 

NOTICE OF LOCATION. 



Notice is hereby given that the undersigned, having complied 
with the requirements of the mining act of Congress, approved 
May 10, 1872, anU the local customs, laws, and regulations, has 

located fifteen hundred linear feet on the lode (twenty 

acres of placer mining ground) situated in mining distHct^ 

. county, . , and described as follows: (Describe the 

claim accurately, by courses and distances, if possible; by legal 
subdivisions, if a placer claim is located on surveyed land.) 

Located 187.. .., 

Recorded 187.. (Name of locator.) 

[Note. — ^Record of location notices, in absence of a District Recorder, 
shoold be made with the proper Recorder of Deeds for the county wherein 
the claim is situated. The affidavits of at least two disinterested persons 
that all the requirements of the Congressional and local laws have been com- 
plied with should also be recorded, substantially as follows: 

Territory of , ) 

County of , j 

and , each for himself, and not one for the 

other, being first duly sworn, deposes and says, that he is of 
lawful age, and a citizen of the United States; that he has read 

the notice of location of fifteen hundred feet on the lode, 

by Bichard Boe; that the description pf said lode, viz: (Give 
description) as therein given is true and correct; that the said 
Bichard Boe has, in every respect fully complied with the re- 
quirements of the mining act of Congress, approved May 10, 
1872, and the local customs and laws regulating mining loca- 
tions. • 



Subscribed and sworn to before me, this day of , 

A. D., 187- , and I hereby certify that I consider the said , 

and credible and reliable persons. 

[seal] — . 

Notary Public (or other officer using a seal). 
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Form B. 

[MiDing Act, May 10, 1872.] 

REQUEST FOR SURVEY. 

187.. 

Esq., U. S. Surveyor-general. 

Sir: In accordance Tvith the proviBions of the mining act of 
May 10, 1872; I have the honor to apply for an official survey of 

the mining claim known as the . mine, situated in 

mining district, • county, in Township of Range 

, meridian, of , and request an estimate of the 

amount to be deposited for the work to be done in your office. 

Thereafter I have to request that you will issue the necessary 

instructions to , Esq., U. S. Deputy Surveyor, with whom 

I have made satisfactory arrangements for field work in survey- 
ing the premises. 

Very respectfully, ♦ 

, Claimant. 

P. O. address • ._-., County, .. 

[l^oTK. — ^Sorvey is not required when placer claims embrace legal subdi- 
visions. ] 



Form C. 

[Mining Act, May 10, 1872.] 

APPLICATION FOR PATENT. 

-...of.™ ) 
County of j **• 

Application for patent for the mining claim. 

To the Register and Receiver of the U. S. Land Office at , 

being duly sworn according to law, deposes and 

says, that in virtue of a compliance with the mining rules, regu- 
lations, and customs, by himself , the said (and his 

co-claimants, ...., ), applicants for patent herein, 

ha., become the owner, of, and are in the actual, quiet, and 
undisturbed possession of, and entitled to the possession of 

linear feet of the . vein, lode, or deposit, bearing 

, together with surface ground feet in width, 

for the convenient working thereof, as allowed by local rules 
and customs of miners ; said mineral claim, vein, lode, or de- 
posit and surface ground being situate in the mining dis- 
trict, county of , ai^ of , and being more partic- 
ularly set, forth and described in the official field notes of 

survey thereof, hereto attached, dated the day of , 

A.D. 187., and in the official plat of said survey, now posted 
conspicuously upon said mining claim or premises, a copy of 
which is filed herewith. Deponent further states that the facts 
relative to the right of possession of himself (and his said co- 
claimants hereinbefore named) to said mining claim, vein, lode, 
or deposit and surface ground, so surveyed and platted, are 
substantially as follows, to wit : 



FORMS. 325 

[Description of claim.] 

"Which -will more fully appear by reference to the copy of the 
original record of location, and the abstract of title hereto at- 
tached and made a part of this affidavit ; the value of the labor 

done and improvements made upon said claim by himself 

and his grantors, being equd to the sum of five hundred dollars 
in gold coin of the United States. 

In consideration of which facts, and' in conformity with the 
provisions pf the act of Congress approved May 10, 1872, en- 
titled *' An act to promote the development of the mining 
resources of the United States," application is hereby made for 

and in behalf of said , and , for a patent 

from the government of the United States, for the said 

mining claim, vein, lode, deposit and the surface ground, so 
officially surveyed and platted. 

SuT)scribed and sworn to before me, this day of , 

A.D. 187.; and I hereby certify that I consider the above de- 
ponent a credible and reliable person, and that the foregoing 
affidavit, to which was attached the field notes of survey of the 

--- mining claim, was read and examined by him before 

his signature was affixed thereto and the oath made by him. 
[seal.] . 



[The above form is slightly changed in applying for placer mines.} 



o7::.J«^- 



Form D. 

[Mining Act, May 10, 1872.] 

PROOF OP POSTING NOTICE AND DIAGRAM OF THE 

CLAIM. 

-.„ of .... 
County 

and each for himself and not one for 

the other, being first duly sworn according to law, deposes and 
says, that he is a citizen of the United States, over the age of 

twenty-one years, and was present on the day of . , A. 

D., 187., when a plat representing the . , and certified to as 

correct by the TJ. S. Surveyor-general of , together with a 

notice of the intention of and to apply for 

a patent for the mining claim and premises so platted, was 
posted in a conspicuous place upon said mining claim; to wit, 
upon , where the same could be easily seen and exam- 
ined; the notice so conspicuously posted upon said claim being 
in words and figures as follows, to wit: 

* ' Legal Notice of the application of and 

for a United States Patent. 

" Notice is hereby given, that in pursuance of the act of Con- 
gress, approved May 10, 1872, * To Promote the Development 

of the Mining Resources of the United States,' and 

claiming . linear feet of the vein, lode, or 
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mineral deposit, bearing with surface ground feet in 

width, lying and being situate within the .... mining dis- 
trict, county of and of , has made application to 

the United States for a patent for the said mining claim, which 
is more fully described as to metes and bounds, by the official 
plat, herewith posted, and by the fiald notes of surrey thereof, 
now filed in the office of the Register of the District, of lands 

subject to sale at , which field notes of survey describe the 

boundaries and extent of said claim on the surface, with mag- 
netic variation at east, as follows, to wit: 

''Beginning, etc. (Fttll description by courses and distances), 
the said mining claim being of record in the office of the Re- 
corder of ,at ,in the county and State aforesaid, the 

presumed general course or direction of the said vein, lode, 

or mineral deposit being shown upon the plat posted herewith, 
as near as can be determined from present developments, this 
claim being for . linear feet thereof, together with the* sur- 
face ground shown upon the official plat posted herewith; the 
said vein, lode, and mining premises hereby sought to be pat- 
ented, being bounded on the by the ..-- mining 

claim, the said claim being designated as Lot No. in 

the official plat posted herewith. 

''Any and all persons claiming adversely the mining ground, 
vein, lode, premises, or any portion thereof so described, sur- 
veyed, platted, and applied for, are hereby notified that unless 
their adverse claims are duly filed according to law, and the 
regulations thereunder, within sixty days from the date hereof, 

with the Register of the U. S. Land Office, at , in the 

of , they will be barred, in virtue of the provisions of said 

statute/' 

(Name of applicant.) 

Dated on the ground, this day of , A. D., 187.. 

(Names of witnesses.) 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, this day of , 

A. D., 187- , and I hereby certify that I consider the above de- 
ponents credible and reliable witnesses, and that the foregoing 
affidavit and notice was read by each of them before their sig- 
natures were affixed thereto, and the oath made by them. 

[NoTB. — All proofs required in mining; appUcationsmay be sworn to before 
the Uegister or Beceiver of the Land Office, or a Notary Public or other offi- 
cer authorized to administer oaths, whose official character must be verified 
under seal.] 



Form E. 

[Mining Act, May 10, 1872.] 

PEOOF THAT PLAT AND NOTICE REMAINED POSTED 
ON CLAIM DURING TIME OF PUBLICATION. 

— .of.... ) 
County of ) ^' 

, being first duly sworn according to law, deposes 

and says that he is claimant (and co-owner with . ) in 
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the mining claim, mining district, county, , 

the official plat of which premises, together with a notice of in- 
tention to apply for a patent therefor, was posted thereon on 

the day of , A. D. 187., as fully set forth and described 

in the affidavit of and , dated the day of , 

A. D. 187. y which affidavit was duly filed in the o^ce of the 
Register at . ,in this case ; and that the plat and no- 
tice so mentioned and described remained continuously and 

conspicuously posted upon said mining claim from the 

day of , A. D. 187., until and including the day of 

, A. D. 187- , including the sytty days period during 

which notice of said application for patent was published in the 
newspaper. 



Subscribed and sworn to before me, this day of , 

A. D. 187- ; and I hereby certify that the foregoing affidavit was 
read to the said . previous to his name being sub- 
scribed thereto ; and that deponent is a respectable person to 
whose affidavit full faith and credit should be given. 

[seal.] . , 

Notary Public. 

Form F. 

[Mining Act, May 10, 1872.] 

REGISTER'S CERTIFICATE OF POSTING NOTICE FOR 

SIXTY DATS. 

U. S. Land Office, at .... , 

, 187.. 

I hereby certify that the official plat of the 4. lode 

was filed in this office on the day of A. D. 187., and 

that the attached notice of the intention of .... to apply 

for a patent for the mining claim or premises embraced by said 
plat, and described in the field notes of survey thereof, filed in 
said application, was posted conspicuously in this office on the 

day of . . . . , A. D. 187., and remained so posted until the 

day of , A. D. 187-, being the full period of sixty con- 
secutive days, as required by law; and that said plat remained 
in this office during that time, subject to examination, and that 
no adverse claim thereto has been filed. 

Register. 
I The notice posted in the ofiELce should be attached to this certificate.] 



Form G. 

[Mining Act, May 10, 1872.] 

AGREEMENT OF PUBLISHER. 

The undersigned, publisher and proprietor of the -.-•, a daily 
and weekly newspaper, published at , county of , and 
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of , do hereby agree to publish a notice, dated U. S. 

Land Office, , .., required by act of Congress 

approved May 10, 1872, of the intention of to apply for a 

patent for his claim on the lode, situated in mining 

district, county of , of , and to hold the said 

alone responsible for the amount due for publishing the same. 
And it is hereby expressly stipulated and agreed that no claim 
shall be made against the government of the United States, or 
its officers or agents, for such publication. 

Witness my hand and seal this .--- day of , A. D. 187.. 



Witness 



Form H. 

[Mining Act, May 10, 1872.] 

PROOF OF PUBLICATION. 



.... of .... . ^^ 

88, 



County 



of".". } 



Reprinted copy of notice 
of application. 



being first duly sworn de- 
poses and says that he is the of the 

. a newspaper published at in 

County in the of , that 

the notice of the application for a patent for the . mining 

claims, of which a copy is hereto attached, was first published 

in said newspaper, in its issue dated the of 187., and 

was published m each (daily or weekly) issue of said newspaper 
for (fifty-nine consecutive days or eight consecutive weeks,) 
thereafter the full period of sixty days, the last publication 
thereof being in the issue dated the of 187.. 



Subscribed and sworn before me, this day of 

A. D. 187.. 

[seal.] 

Notary Public. 



Form L 

[Mining Act. May 10, 1872.] 

AFFIDAVIT OF FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS IMPROVE^ 

MENTS. 

.... of >-.- 
County 

'and - of lawful age, being first duly sworn 

according to law, depose and say that they are acquainted with 

the mining claims in mining district, county and 

aforesaid for which has made application for patent 

under the provisions of the Act of Congress approved May 10, 



of".". }«•• 
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1872, and that the labor done and improTements made thereon 
by the applicant and his grantors exceed five hundred dollars 
in value. 



Subscribed and sworn to before me, this day of .... 

A.D. 187.. 



ofv;.. }^- 



Form J. 

[Mining Act, May 10, 1872.] 

STATEMENT AND CHARGE OF FEES. 

.-.of — . 

County 

^.. being first duly sworn according to law, deposes and 

says that he is the applicant for patent for the lode in 

mining district, county of of under the provi- 
sions of the Act of Congress approved May 10, 1872, and that 
in the prosecution of said application, he has paid out the fol- 
lowing amount, viz: To the credit of the Surveyor-general's 

office $ , for surveying $ , for filing in the local land 

office $ , for publication of notice $ , cftid for the land 

embraced in his claim $ . 



Subscribed and sworn to before me, this day of 

A.D. 187.. 

[seal.] , 

Notary Public. 



Form K. 

[Mining Act, May 10, 1872. ] 

PEOOF OF OWNERSHIP AND POSSESSION IN CASE 
OF LOSS OR ABSENCE OF MINING RECORDS. 

of , ) 

County of — .,) ^" 

and , each for himself, and not one for 

the other, being* first duly sworn according to law, deposes and 
says, that he is a citizen of the United States, over the age of 

twenty-one years, and a resident of county, , and has 

resided in - mining distiict, wherein the mine is situ- 
ate, since day of , 18... That since said date he has 

been acquainted with the mine, and with the possessors 

and workers thereof. That said mine was located and has been 
possessed and worked in accordance with the customs and 
usages of miners in said district, and in conformity with the 
rules and regulations regulating the location, holding and work- 
ing of mining claims, in force and observed in the State of 
. . That there are no written records known to deponent 
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existing in said mining district. That affiant is credibly in- 
formed and believes that the mine was located in the year 

18., and that if any record was made of said location, and of 
the names of locators, the same has not been in existence for a 
long number of years past, and that by reason thereof the 
names of locators cannot now be ascertained, and no abstract 
of title from locators to the present owner can be made. That 
the possession of applicant and his predecessors in interest of 

said mine, has been actual, notorious, and continuous, to 

the positive knowledge of deponent, since his residence in said 
mining district, and that such possession has been perfected 
and maintained, in conformity with mining usages and customs, 
and has been acquiesced in and respected by the miners of the 

said district. That applicant's right to the said mine is 

not in litigation within the knowledge of affiant, and that no 
action or actions have been commenced, affecting the right to 
said mine since his acquaintance therewith (and that the time 
for the commencement thereof, as required to be instituted un- 
der the provisions of the Statute of Limitations of the of 

has long since elapsed). That applicant and his prede- 
cessors in interest have expended in the improvement, develop- 
ment, and working of said mine, a sum of money exceeding 
dollars, a%follows, to wit: . . 



Subscribed and sworn to before me, this day of , A. 

D., 187-, and I certify that the aforenamed and are 

credible and respectable persons, to whose affidavits full faith 
and credit should be given. 

[seal.] • 



Form L. 

[Mining Act, May 10, 1872.] 

AFFIDAVIT OF CITIZENSHIP. 

-...of...., ) - 
County of , j ^- 

being first duly sworn according to law, deposes 

and says, that he is the applicant for patent for min- 
ing claim, situate in mining district, county of , 

that he is a na citizen of the United States, bom in the 

county of , State of ...., in the year 18.., and is now a 

resident a€ . 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, this .... day of , A. 

D., 187- 

[seal] . . 

[Note. — See paragraph 93 of circular dated June 10, 1872. Natui-alized 
citizens are required to mmish certified copies of their xiaturalization papers.] 
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Form M. 

[Mining Act, May 10, 1872. ] 

CERTIFICATE THAT NO SUIT IS PENDING. 

.... of .... ) ^ 
County of [ *^' 

I, . — , clerk of the court in and for county, 

. — , do hereby certify that there is now no suit or action of 
any character pending in said court, involving the right of pos- 
session to any portion of the mining claim, and that there 

has been no litigation before said court affecting the title to 

said claim, or any part thereof, for years last past, other 

what has been finally decided in favor of 

In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 

the seal of said court, at my office in , this day 

of , A.D. 187.. 

fSEAL.] , 

Clerk of the Court, , 



Form N, ^ 

[Mining Act, May 10, 1872.1 • 

POWER OP ATTORNEY. 

Know all men by these presents, that we and 

,tlo hereby constitute and appoint . as our attor- 
ney in fact, for us and in our names to make application to the 
United States for the entiy and purchase of certain government 

lands, in mining district, county, of , known 

as the mining claim and premises ; and to have the same 

surveyed, and to take any and all steps that may be necessaiy 
to procure from the government of the United States a patent 
to the said lands and premises, granting the same to us. And 
to do all other acts appertaining to the said survey and entry 
aforesaid, as we ourselves could do by our own act, and in our 
own proper person. 

In witness whereof, we have hereunto set our hands and 
affixed our seals the day of , A D. 187.. 



.... of .... ) „ 
County of J ^• 

Personally appeared, efcc. (usual acknowledgment.) 



Form O. 

[Mining Act, May 10, 1872.] 

PROTEST AND ADVERSE CLAIM. 

United States Land Office, of . 

In the matter of the application of for a United 

States patent for the lode or mining claim and the land and 
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premises appertaining to said mine, situated in the mining 

district in , county of 

To the Begister and Keceiver of the United States Land Office 

at , and to the above named applicant for patent for the 

lode. 

You are hereby notified that , of the city of , 

county of , and of , and a citizen of the United 

States of America, is the lawful owner, and entitled to the posses- 
sion of hundred feet of the said lode or mine described 

in said application, as shown by the diagram posted on said claim, 
and the copy thereof filed in the Jand office with said applica- 
tion, and as such owner this contestant, the said , 

does protest against the issuing of a patent thereon to said ap- 
plicant, and does dispute and contest the right of said c^pplicant 
therefor. 

And this contestant does present the nature of his adverse 
claim, and does fully set forth the same in the affidavit hereto 
^ attached, marked exhibit " A," and the further exhibits tHfere- 
unto attached, and made part of said affidavit. 

The said . therefore respectfully asks the said Beg- 
ister and Beceiver that all further proceedings in the matter be 
stayed, untii a final settlement and adjudication of the rights of 
this contestant can be had in a court of competent jurisdiction, 

(Place and date.) 

[Exhibit "A."] 
.-..of..-. ) 
County of ) 

. being first duly sworn, deposes and says, that he is 

a citizen of the United States, born in the State of , and 

now residing in , that he is the contestant and protestant 

named in, and who subscribed the notice and protest hereto 
annexed. Affiant further says that he is the owner by purchase 
and in possession of the (adverse) lode or vein of quartz and 

other rock in place, bearing and other metals. That said 

lode is situated in the mining district, county, 

of 

(The history of the lode may be given, if deemed advisable, 
as follows :) 

This affiant further says, that on the day of its location the 
premises hereinafter described were mineral lands of the public 
domain, and entirely vacant and unoccupied, and were not 
owned, held, or claimed by any person or party as mining 
ground or otherwise, and that while the same were so yacant 

and unoccupied and unclaimed, to wit: On the day of 

. , 18.. (name locators), each and all of them being citizens 

of the United States, entered upon and explored the premises, 

discovered and located the said lode, and occupied the 

same as mining claims. That the said premises so located and 
appropriated consist of thousand feet in a - erly direc- 
tion, and thousand feet in a erly direction, together 

with all the dips, spurs, angles, depths, widths, offshoots and 



FORMS. 333 

Tariations, as will fullj appear by reference to tlie notice of loca- 
tion, a duly certified copy whereof is hereunto annexed, marked 
Exhibit " B," and hereby made a part of this affidavit. That 

said locators, after the discovery of said lode, drbve a 

stake on said lode on the discovery claim, ejected a monument 
of stone around said stake, and placed thereon a written no- 
tice of location, describing the claim so located and appropri- 
ated, giving the names of the locators and quantity taken by 
each, and after doing all the acts and performing all the labor 
required by the laws and regulations of said mining dis- 
trict and territory of , the locators of said lode caused said 

notice to be filed and recorded in the proper books of record in 

the Eecorder's office in said district on the ..^- day of , 

18... 

Affiant further says, that the said locators remained contin- 
uously in possession of said lode, working upon the same, and 

within . months from the date of said location had 

done and performed work and labor on said location, in mining 

thereon and developing the same, of more than days work, 

and expended on said location more than hundred dollars, 

and by said labor and money expended upon the said mining 
location and claim, had developed the same, and extracted 
therefrom more than tons of ore. 

And affiant further says, that said locators, in all respects, 
complied with every custom, rule, regulation, and requirement 
of the mining laws, and every rule and custom established and 
in force in said .... mining district, and thereby became and 
were owners (except as against the paramount title of the United 
States) and the rightful possessors of said mining claims and 
premises. 

And this affiant further says, that said locators proved and 
established to the satisfaction of the Recorder of said .... 
mining district, that they had fully complied with all the rules, 
' customs, regulations, and requirements of the laws of said dis- 
trict, and thereupon the said Recorder issued to the locators of 
said ..^. lode, certificates confirming their titles and rights to 
said premisea 

That the said lode was located and worked by the said loca- 
tors as tenants in common, and they so continued in the right- 
ful and undisputed possession thereof, from the time of said 

locations until on or about the .«.. day of , 18... at which 

time the said locators and owners of said lode formed and 

organized under the laws of the State (or territory) of , 

and incorporated under the name of the *' " and on the 

day of ...., 18.., each of the locators of said lode con- 
veyed said lode, and each of the rights,, titles, and interests in 
and to said lode, to said '* . mining company." 

On the said .... day of 18.. the said company entered into 

and upon said lode and was seized and possessed thereof 

and every part and parcel of the same, and occupied and mined 

thereon until the day of 18.., at which time the said 

. mining company sold and conveyed the same to this 

affiant, which said several transfers and conveyances will fully 
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appear by reference to the abstract of title and paper hereto 
attached, marked exhibit *' D" and made a part of this afiidayit. 

(In case of individual transfers.) And this affiant further 
says that the said Bichard Boe who located claim No. 1 north- 
westerly of the ^aid lode and the said John Doe who 

located claim No. 2 north-westerly thereon, were seized and 
possessed of said claims, and occupied and mined thereon until 

the day of 18.., at which time the said Bichard Boe 

and John Doe sold, and conveyed the same to John Smith, 
and thereupon the said John Smith was seized and possessed 
of said mining claims and locations, and occupied and mined 

thereon until tiie . day of 18.., at which time the said 

John Smith sold, and conveyed the same to this affiant as will 
fully appear by reference to the abstract of title and paper 
hereto attached, marked exhibit ''D", and which this aflSiant 
hereby makes a part of this his affidavit. 

Affiant further says, that he is now and has been in the occu- 
pation and possession of the said lode, since the day 

of ... . 18. . , and that said lode and mining claims were located, 
and the title thereto established several .... before said' ap- 
plied for) . lode was located. (In case the history of the 

lode is not traced, the following may be inserted): And the 
record title to said (adverse) lode is in this affiant, as will folly 
appear by reference to the abstract of title and paper hereto 
attached, marked exhibit ''D," and which this affiant hereby 
makes a part of this his affidavit. 

Affiant further says, that said lode, as shown by the 

notice and diagram posted on said claim, and the copy thereof 

filed in the U. S. Land Office, at said with said application 

for a patent crosses and overlaps said lode, and embraces 

about hundred feet in length, by hundred feet in 

width of the said lode, the property of this affiant as fully 

appears by reference to the diagram or map duly certified by 

U. S. deputy surveyor, hereto attached, marked exhibit 

*'C," and which diagram presents a correct description of the 
relative locations of the said (adverse) lode, and of the (pre- 
tended) (applied for) lode. 

Affiant further says, that he is informed and believes that 
said applicant for patent well knew ihat the affiant was the 
owner in possession and entitled to the possession of so much 
of said mining ground embraced within the survey and diagram 
of said applications, as is . hereinbefore stated, and that this 
affiant is entitled to all the and other metals in said (ad- 
verse) lode, and all that may be contained within a space of 

feet on each side of said (adverse) lode. 

And affiant further says, that this protest is made in entire 
good faith, and with the sole object of protesting the legal 
rights and property of this affiant in the said (adverse) lode and 
mining premises. 



Subscribed and sworp to before me, this * day of . — , 

A. D. 187,. 
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[Surveyor's Certificate.] 

On the diagram marked exhibit **C, " the Surveyor must 
certify in effect as follows : 

I hereby certify, that the above diagram correctly represents 

the conflict claimed to exist between the . and lodes, 

as actually surveyed by me. And I further certify, that the 
valua of the labor and improvements on the (adverse) lode, 
exceeds five hundred dollars. 

[Place and date.] , 

U. S. Deputy Surveyor. 

Form P. 

LMining Act, May 10, 1872.] 

NON-MINERAL AFFIDAVIT. 

County of ) 

.-.-of.— [f- 

, being duly sworn according to law, deposes and says 

that he is the identical - , who is an applicant for gov- 
ernment title to the ; that he is well acquainted with the 

character of said described land, and v^th each and every legal 
subdivision thereof, having frequently passed over the same ; 
that his knowledge of said land is such as to enable him to tes- 
tify understandingly with regard thereto ; that there is not, to 
his knowledge, within the limits thereof, any vein or lode of 
quartz or other rock in place, bearing gold, silver, cinnabar, lead, 
tin, or copper, or any deposit of coal ; that there is not within 
the limits of said land, to his knowledge, any placer, cement, 
gravel, or other valuable mineral deposit ; that no portion of 
said land is claimed for mining purposes under the local cus- 
toms or rules of miners, or otherwise ; that no portion of said 
land is worked for mineral dui'ing any part of the year by any 
person or persons ; that said land is essentially non-mineral 
land, and that his application therefor is not made for the pur- 
pose of fraudulently obtaining title to mineral land, but with 
the object of securing said laud for agricultural purposes. 



Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of , 

A.D. 187.; and I hereby certify that the foregoing affidavit was 

read to the said previous to his name being subscribed 

thereto ; and that deponent is a respectable person to whose 
affidavit full faith and credit should be given. 
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[Mining Act, May 10. 1872.] 

PBOOF THAT NO KNOWN VEINS EXIST IN A PLACER 

MINING CLAIIVI. 

State of , ) 

County of— ., ) '** 

and .«, of the said county and State, being 



A 
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« 

first duly sworn, each for himself, deposes and says, that he is 

wel\ acquainted with the . placer mining claim, embracing 

(legal subdivisions), situated in the mining district, in the 

county of , and State of , owned and worked by 

, applicant for United States patent; that for many year^ 

he has resided near, and often been upon the said mining 
premises, and that no known vein or veins of quartz, or other 
rock in place, bearing gold, silver, cinnabar, lead, tin, or cop- 
per, exist on said mining claim, or on any part thereof, so far 
as he knows, and he verily believes that none exist thereon. 
And further, that he has no interest whatever in the said placer 
mine of 



[To be sworn to before an officer using a seal.] 



ADDENDA. 



Adverse Claim Rejected beoause unaooompanied by a 
Survey made and oertified by a United States Deputy 
Surveyor. 

Pepabtment of the Inmaaon, 
General Land Otfige, Washington, Jillj 17, 1873. 

Begister and BeceiveTf FrescoU^ Arissolia: 

Gentlekek: This office has examined the papers in the 
matter of the application of the Tiger Silver Mining Com- 
pany, for patent for 1,200 linear* feet of the Tiger lode, 
situated in Tiger Mining District, Yavapai Countj, Arizona. 

The application for patent was filed with the local land 
officers on the first April, 1873. The agent for the appli- 
cant filed proof of compliance with the mining law, and an 
abstract of title from the office of the Coxmty Becorder, 
showing the record title to the premises claimed to be in 
the applicant for patent. 

On the thirty-first May, 1873, and before the expiration 
of tiie sixty davspublication required by law, Cal^ Jack- 
son for himself, W. J. Tompkins, H. H. Partridge, and G. 
D. Kendall, by J. H. Park as agent, filed a protest against 
the issuance of a patent for said Tiger lode, alleging that 
200 feet of the said lode and premises, as described in the 
apj^cation, belongs to them. 

This protest or adverse claim is not made out in accord- 
ance with the law and instruction from this office, and can- 
not operate as a bar to the issuance of a patent as appUed 
for. 

The seventh section of the mining act of May 10, 1872, 
declares ''that where an adverse claim shall be filed dur- 
ing the period of publication, it shall be upon oath of the 
person or persons making ihe same, and shall show the 
nature, boundaries, and extent of such adverse claim,*' etc. 

The instructions of this office, contained in circular of 
June 10, 1872, paragraph forty-nine, require that in ''order 
that the 'boundaries' and 'extent' of the claim may be 
shown, it will be incumbent upon the adverse claimant to 
file a plat, showing his claim and its relative situation or 
position, with one against which he claims, so that the ex- 

22 
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tent of the conflict may be the better understood. This 

Slat must be made from an actual survey by a United States 
eputy surveyor, who will ofBcially certify thereon to its 
correctness, and in addition there must be attached to such 
plat of survey a certificate or sworn statement by the sur- 
veyor, as to tne approximate value of the labor performed 
or improvements made upon the claim of the adverse 
party, etc. 

There is nothing with the papers in this case to show that 
''an actual survey" was made of the ^premises claimed by 
the adverse claimants. A plat was filed, but no surveyor 
has ofiBicially certified thereon, as to its correctness. There 
is no certificate or sworn statement by a surveyor, ''as to 
the approximate value of the labor performed or improve- 
ments made upon the claim of the adverse pariy,'* either 
attached to the plat or on file with the case. 

The protestants allege that they were prevented from 
having a survey made, "as the agent of said Tiger silver 
mining company refused to allow the deputy surveyor, C. 
B. Foster, whom these claimants had engaged to survey and 
plat the same, to go on to the plat and survey of said com- 
pany for that purpose." 

With the papers in the case is found an affidavit of C. 
Burton Foster, who swears that he is the deputy mineral 
surveyor, and that these adverse claimants never made ap- 
plication to him for an official survey of any part of tne 
claim described. 

No evidence is on file, showing that Calvin Jackson is the 
authorized agent for Partridge and Tompkins, nor does it 
appear that o, H. Parks, as agent for G. D. Kendall, made 
oath to the adverse claim, as required by the law. 

Edward W. Wells, before whom Jackson makes oath, 
signs as "Clerk District Court, Yavapai County, Arizona," 
but there is no seal i^ttached to the jurat. 

Parties, to have their adverse claims considered, must 
comply with the law and instructions, as fully set forth in 
circular of June 10, 1872. 

You will notify all parties in interest that the said protest- 
ants, in the opinion of this office, have failed to make out 
such an adverse claiili as is contemplated by' the seventh 
section of the act of May 10, 1872. 

Your action, in allowing the entry of the premises claimed, 
is accordingly approved. 

Should no appeal be taken within sixty days from date 
of notification, you will so notify this office, when patent 
will issue to the applicant. 

Very respectfully, ' 

Willis Dbummond, Commissioner. 
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Dbpabtveht of the Interior, 

Washington, D. C, December 11, 1873. 

8ib: I have examined the appeal of Calvin Jackson, etah^ 
from your decision of July 17, 1873, rejecting their adverse 
claim to the application of the Tiger silver mining com- 
pany, for patent for 1,200 feet of the Ti^er lode, situated 
in me Tiger district, Yavapai County, Arizona. 

I affirm your decision, and herewith return the papers 
transmitted with your letter of the twenty-eighth of October 
last. 

Very respectfully, 

C. Delano, Secretary. 
Hon. W. Dbummond, Commissioner General Land Omce. 



Frooeedings to Secure the Gonviotion of Agricultural 
Claimants Guilty of Perjury in Making Entries. 

Depabtmekt of the Ikteriob, 
General Lakd Oppioe, Washington, D. C, Dee. 11, 1873. 

S. J. Hubbabd, Esq., lirinidad, Colorado : 

Sib : In reply to your communication of the twenty-eighth 
ultimo, I haye to state that the Begister and Beceiyer at 
Pueblo, Colorado, haye this day been instructed to withhold 
from sale, as agricultural land, all lands situated in town- 
ships lying south of township twenty-three, south and west 
of range sixty-two west, Colorado, until the non-mineral 
character of said lands has been established, in accordance 
with circular instructions from this office. 

If this office should become conyinced that any townships 
haye become included in this withdrawal which are clearly 
agricultural, such townships will be relieyed from suspen- 
sion. 

You state that many frauds haye been committed in the 
matter of securing title to public lands, and suggest that 
the U. S. Attorney could secure the conyiction of certain 
parties if he should take the matter in hand. 

If parties haye been guilty of perjury in the matter of 
making their proof, and haye f alsen^ made oath in regard to 
the character of the land embraced by their entries, their 
cases should be brought to the attention of the grand 

JUIT. 

Any assistance which can be rendered by this office to 
secure the conyiction of guilty parties will be. gladly fur- 
nished, and copies of papers transmitted when needea. 

I inclose herewith a blank form of an affidayit required of 
each party who seeks to obtain goyemment title under the 
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laws regulating the disposal of agricaltnral land, by which 
it will be seen that it is impossible for a party to secure 
title to land known to contain coal, or any other yaluable 
mineral deposit, under the laws regulating tJie disposal of 
agricultural land, without being guutj of perjury. 

Very respectfully, 

Your obedient servant, 
Willis Dbumkond, Commissioner. 



Application fbr Patent Rejected, because the Plat did 
not Shoiv Accurately the Boundaries of the Claim, 
and the Abstract of Title -was Defective. 

Depabtment of the Intekiob, 
*Oekebal Lami) Office, Washington, D. 0., Jan.6 , 1874. 

Befftiter and Receiver^ Cctrson Ciiy, Nevada : 

Gentlemen : On ttie thirty-first ultimo, the attorney for 
the Segregrated Belcher mining company filed in this 
office a "^request that tiie Surveyor-general of the State of 
Nevada be instructed to correct tne plat and field notes of 
his survey of the mining premises claimed by the applicant, 
and for which a patent is requested, in order that said plat 
and field notes may be intelligent and in conformity to law, 
ai)d the regulations of the land office, and correctly and ac-^ 
curately show the boundaries of said claim." This request 
cannot be granted. Either tiiie Segregated Belcher mining 
companjr have complied with the law in the matter of filing 
with their application for patent ** a plat and field notes oi 
the claim or claims in common, made by or under the direc* 
tion of the United States Surveyor-general, showing accu- 
rately the boundaries of the claim," and no corrections are 
necessary, or they have failed to comply with the law by 
filing with their application ''a plat and field notes of the 
claim * * ♦ * showing accurately the boundaries of 
the claim." That said company failed to comply with the 
law, and did not file a survey '' showing accurately the 
boundaries of the claim," seems to be acknowledged by 
both the applicant for patent and the adverse claimant, and 
in my opinion no such plat or field notes were filed as the 
law requires. This matter, however, will be considered 
more fully in deciding upon ilie merits of the case. The 
facts in tnis case are as follows: 

On the nineteenth April, 1873, the Segregated Belcher 
mining company, filed in your office an application for pat- 
ent for ** one hundred and sixty linear feet along the course 
of the vein or lode, with all its dips, angles and variations, 
and in extent laterally, as shown by the amended diagram." 
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In the notice i>osted upon the claim and in the Begister's 
office, the claim is descrilbed as embracing one hundred and 
sixty feet of the Com stock lode, with two hundred feet on 
each side of said vein or lode for the convenient working of 
the same.'' 

In the field notes of suryey accompairyin^ said applica- 
tion, the claim for which a patent is sought, is described as 
follows, viz: 

''Lying between two end lines, one of which, being the 
north line, begins at Post No. 1 * * and runs from cen- 
ter of said Post No. 1 along the south line of the Belcher 
company's claim N. 62^ W., passing through the center of 
Post No. 3 at 300 feet, and S. 62^ £., uassing through Post 
No. 2 at 267^^ feet, and the other of which, being the south 
line, begins at center of Post No. 4, which bears from Post 
No. 1 S. 280 W. 160 feet, and runs from said Post No. 4 N. 
62^ W., passing through the center of Post No. 6 at 300 
feet and 12 inches south of the north side of the south 
compartment of the Segregated Belcher shaft at about 670 
feet, and S. 62^ E., passing through the center of Post No. 
5 at 286^ feet. 

''The area of the claim is estimated at two acres." 

In neither the plat nor field notes are the exterior bound- 
aries of the claim shown, nor their length stated in full. 

The only evidence of publication in tnis case is the cer- 
tificate of the Begister that the notice accompanying his 
certificate was published in the Gold Hill Daily News, for 
the period of sixty days. 

The description of said claim, in the printed notice, 
agrees with that given in the application. 

The sixth section of the mining act of May 10, 1872, de- 
clares the manner in which government title may be obtained 
to mining claims, and requires the party to file with his 
application "anlat andfieid notes of the claim or claims 
in common, maae by or under the direction of the United 
States Surveyor^eneral, showing accurately the botmdaries 
of the claim or claims, which shall be mstinctly marked 
by monuments on the ground." 

In case of this application, no plat or field notes have 
been filed, "showing accurately the boundaries of the 
claim," and no evidence has been furnislied that the exte- 
rior boundaries of the claim have been "distinctly marked 
by monuments on the ground." 

It is true that six posts or monuments are referred to in the 
description of the premises, in the plat and field notes and 
published notice, but in no place is it asserted that Posts 
Nos. 2, 3, 6 and 6 are placed at the four corners of the 
claim. On the contrary, the field notes state that the 
northern end line passes through Posts Nos. 2 and 3, and 
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that the southern end line passes through Posts Nos. 6 and 
6. The field notes describe the southern end line as not 
only ''passing through the center of Post No. 6 at 300 
feet," but extending to a point "twelve inches south of the 
north side of the south compartment of the Segregated 
Belcher shaft at about 570 feet" from said Post No. 6. 

The end lines of the claim, as represented upon the plat, 
are at least 1,500 feet in length, but the fall width of the 
claim is not shown. 

To patent the claim as presented, would be equiyalent to 
issuing a patent for 160 feet of the Comstock lode, together 
with a strip of surface ground of indefinite width, haying 
neither an eastern or westei^n limit. 

The length of the claim along the line of the lode being 
160 feet, the width could not exceed 544^ feet, to embrace 
an area of two acres. 

By the abstract of title on file, from the office of the 
County Becorder of Storey County, Nevada, it appears that 
H. Comstock, E. Belcher, J. M. Baldwin, and t. B. Aber- 
nathie, on the twenty^-fourth May, 1859, located 1,300 linear 
feet of said lode. It also appears that many different par- 
ties became the owners of portions of said lode, by pur- 
chase from the original locators and their grantees, and that 
on the first September, 1861, the southerly 160 feet of said 
location were segregated and divided from the remainder of 
the claim, and set off to Bobert Apple and D. Schneider. 
It does not appear, however, that the following named par- 
ties, having record title to a portion of said claim, joined 
in the deed to Apple and Schneider, or that they have ever 
conveyed the interest which they held in said premises, viz: 
Albert Fonda, John Gray, James N. Olney, William B. 
McCall, Wm. Ward Battles, August Compte, E. C. Brooks, 
F. F. Baws, Michael McDermott, B. C. Wilcox, Stew and 
Meline, Charles W. Hastings, Sarah B. Palmer, Mrs. B. 
Q. Knox, J. A. Osborne, and Charles Short. 

On the nineteenth July, 1865, the Segregated Belcher 
company purchased from the grantees of Apple and Schnei- 
der said 160 feet. 

By the foregoing, it will be seen that the Segregated 
Belcher mining company have neither complied with the 
law nor instructions of this office, and no patent can issue 
upon said application, for the following reasons, viz : 
^^ Said company did not file with its application for patent 
'*a plat and field notes of the claim * * * made by or 
under the direction of the United States Surveyor-general, 
59^wing accurately the boundaries of the claim." Neither 
aid the published notice, nor the plats posted upon the 
claim and in the Begister's office, show '* accurately the 
boundaries of the claim." 

Second. The abstract of title from the office of the County 
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Becorder of Storey County, Nevada, does not show that all 
of the parties having record title to the premises originally 
located by E. Belcher ei cd., have conveyed their respective 
interests to Apple and Schneider, or their grantees, from 
whom the Segregated Belcher mining company purchased 
the 160 feet in question. 

Said application for patent is accordingly rejected. 

On the eighteenth June, 1873, and before the expiration 
of the sixty days notice by publication the Leviathan mining 
company, by its president, James J. Bobbins, filed an ad- 
verse claim against said application for patent, and com- 
menced suit against said Segregated Belcher mining com- 
pany, on the fifteenth July, 1873, in the Circuit Court of 
the United States for the Ninth Judicial District in and for 
the district of California. 

On the same day that said adverse claim was filed, the 
Begister informed all parties in interest of the filing thereof, 
and informed the adverse claimants that they would be re- 

auired to commence suit in accordance with the law, or 
leir adverse claim would be considered waived. 

On the seventeenth July, 1873, the Segregated Belcher 
mining company, filed witn you an appeal from the action 
of the Begister and Beceiver, and the order made by them 
on the eignteenth day of June, allowing said adverse claim 
to be filed, and staying all proceedings upon said applica- 
tion until the matters m controversy shomd be settled in a 
court of competent jurisdiction. 

The seventh section of the minins act of May 10, 1872, 
declares: '' That where an adverse claim shall be filed dur- 
ing the period of publication, it shall be upon oath of the 
person or persons making the same, and shall show the 
nature, boundaries and extent of such adverse claim." 

Said adverse claimant is an incorporated company, as 
appears by a copy of the certificate of incorporation. It 
also appears that James J. Bobbins was the president of 
said Leviathan mining company at the date of filing said 
adverse claim, and that he was duly authorized in behalf 
of said company to file an adverse claim against said appli- 
cation. 

Li his sworn statement, said James J. Bobbins alleges 
that the Leviathan mining company is the owner and in the 
actuiJ possession of the Leviathan lode ; that said Levia- 
than company and its grantors have occupied and improved 
the premises claimed by them in accordance with the min- 
ing rules, customs, and regulations in force in the mining 
district where such claim is situate. 

That more than five hundred dollars have been expended 
upon the premises claimed by the Leviathan company in 
actual labor and improvements. That the premises de- 
scribed in said application for patent conflict with and em- 
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brace a part of the premises claimed hj the Leviathan 
company ; and that the ledge or lode claimed by the Seg- 
regated Belcher mining company ** is not at any point upon 
the surface within seven hundred (700) feet of the point of 
commencement of the said survey ot apj)licant, as indi- 
cated by posts numbers one and four in said plat and field 
notes." 

By an abstract of title from the office of the county re- 
corder of Storey County, Nevada, it appears that Isaac 
Watson and nine others located two thousand linear feet 
of the Leviathan lode, Mav 19, 1863 . 

It appears from said abstract that the Leviathan com- 
pany purchased said premises from W. H. Patterson, but 
it does not appear that Theo. S. Bead and W. J. Albian, 
two of the original locators, ever conveyed the interest 
which they acquired bv virtue of location to said Patterson, 
his grantors, or any other persons. 

Tne adverse claimants also filed a plat and the field notes 
of a survey of said Leviathan lode, made by Hugo Hoch- 
hol^er, U. S. Deputy-surveyor, which show the relative 
positions of the two claims. 

Indorsed upon said plat and field notes of survey is the 
certificate of said Deputy-surveyor that the amount of im- 

Srovements upon said Leviathan lode exceeds five hundred 
oUars, and that the plat and field notes are correct. 
This plat shows that the southerly end of the Leviathan 
claim is crossed at nearly right angles by the survey of the 
Belcher claim, although the Leviathan survey lies easterly 
of posts numbers two and five, hereinbefore referred to. In 
short, the Leviathan mining company have asserted such 
an adverse claim as is contemplated Iby the mining act of 
May 10, 1872, and it would have been necessary to susp^id 
proceedings upon said application for patent until the con- 
troversy had been ** settled or decided by a court of com- 
Setent jurisdiction or the adverse claim waived," had the 
egregated Belcher mining company complied with the law 
and instructions in the matter of making out their applica- 
tion for patent, which they have not. 

You will, therefore, inform all parties in interest that 
said application for patent is rejected, and allow sixty days 
from tne date of vour notification within which an appeal 
may be taken to tne Hon. Secretary of the Interior. 

Should the Segregated Belcher mining company desire 
to commence de novo, they will, of course be permitted to 
do so, upon their full compliance with the law and instruc- 
tions. 

You will acknowledge the receipt hereof and report what 
action is taken in the premises. 

Very respectfully. 

Your obedient servant, 
Willis Dbuhkond, Commissioner. 
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ACTOP GONOBESS, May 26, 186« 3 

Constmotion of 131 

ACT OF CONGRESS, July 9, 1870 6 

ACT OF CONGRESS, May 10, 1872... , 8 

Constniction of ^ . . 200 

Instmctions thereunder 276 

ADJOINING PROPRIETORS, patented ground is subject to entry by. 21 

ADVERSE CLAIM, rejected because not filed before the 8urYey<»vgen- 

eral's approval of surrey 36 

Foreign corporations cannot assert an, to unpatented ground. ; . 43 

A public highway is not an i . . . . 76 

Only those showing an interest in the premises can assert an. . . . 80 

Rejected because not properly made out 81 

Rejected as identity of lodes was not alleged 83 

Rejected for not commencing suit in court Ii5 

Wherein an, cannot be amended 156 

Where all but one of the seTeral co-tenants withdraw protest, the 

courts must decide 158 

Rejected because not sworn to in the district where the land is 

situated 160 

Must be filed with the Rc^ster and ReceiTer of the proper land 

office 194 

Rejected because not made out in the proper form 195 

Rejected for non-compliance with the focal laws 197 

Rejected because filed against three applications 202 

Rejected because no interest shown 202 

Rejected because suit was not commenced in court as ordered. . . . 216 

Must be filed within the prescribed time 218 

Copies of deeds, or an abstract of title and copy of location, to be 

filed with an 232 

Rejected because unaccompanied by survey made and certified by 

a United States deputy surveyor 

ADVERSE CLAIMANTS, applicants for different lodes may be made, 

to each other 22 

How^ may protect their rights 23 

Havmg cusmissed suit, cannot delay application by second suit. . 126 

AFFIDAVITS, Registers* and Receivers' fees for 26 

Taken without notice to opposing party cannot be considered. . . . 164 
The non-mineral, may be sworn to by an agent when the princi- 
pal is not acquainted with the land 222 

Proceedings when, of parties who posted notice and diagram can- 
not be obtained..; 233 

AGENT, any member of a company may be, for aU 19 

The non-mineral affidavit may be sworn to by an, when the prin» 
oipal is not acquainted with the land 222 

AGRICULTURISTS, contests between miners and 16 and 151 

In contests between miniers and, ]^roof as to mineral or non-min- 
eral character of every subdivision required 77 
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AGKICULTURISTS— Con<int<6d. 

When case of contest between miners and, may be reopened. . . . 125 
Miners to prevent, from entering their mining claims must show 

comphance with the loca] laws and customs 143 

Amicable arrangement between miners and, for segregation of 

claims suggested 148 

Miners claiming adversely to, may be confined to original loca- 
tions 191 

Minerals discovered after patent has issued to 208 

Mining claim fraudulently entered by 212 

Fraudulent entries of mineral land by, and corporations 213 

After hearing and entry by, case cannot be reopened on account 
of minerals in the land 229 

AGBIGULTUBAL, land adjudged, cannot be entered as mineral unless 

new developments or discoveries are made thereon 150 

Claimants are entitled to full protection 93 

Satisfactory evidence of, character of land 128 

Case of, versus mineral claimants 130 

Entries n^ay be cancelled, if valuable minerals have been included. 233 
Entries may be cancelled to portion embracing valid mining claims 

at any time before patent issues^ 163 

Claimants guilty of perjury in making entries 339 

AQBICULTUBAL COLLEGE SCBIF, is not received in payment for 

mineral land 157 

ALASKA TEBBITOBY, status of mining claims in 215 

APPLICANTS FOB PATENT, must have the local possessory right. 19 
For different lodes may be made adverse claimants to each other. 22 
Proof of citizenship in case the, are sons of naturalized citizens . . 134 
Proceedings to have patent issue to party who buys mine from. . . 162 
For placer land must present proof that no known veins exist 

therein ; : 222 

The first, receive patent for conflicting ground when second ap- 
plication is made after expiration of publication of notice. . . . 230 
Proceedings when suit has been decided in favor of 232 

APPLICATION FOB PATENT, of Beed and Sanders 36 

Several non-contiguous tracts may be embraced in one ..... 35 

An adverse claimant having dismissed his suit cannot delay, by 

second suit 126 

New trial must be granted unconditionally to warrant a farther 

suspension of 149 

In case of divided and undivided interests in mining claim 159 

Bejected because no surface ground was included 165 

Bejected because within the Sutro Tunnel grant, Nevada 179 

Bejected on account of insufficient notice 204 

Bejected because claim was not located in accordance with law. . . 209 
Certificate of incorporation should be filed with the, of an in- 
corporated company 2213 

In case of, of an unincorporated association, the several papers 

should be made out in the names of the different members. . 223 
Bejected because notice was published seven weeks in one paper 

and two weeks in another 234 

Bejected because the plat did not show accurately the bounda- 
ries of the claim, and the abstract of title was defective 840 

APPEAL, new or additional evidence cannot be submitted on 136 

In taking, the points of exception must be stated 217 

ABIZONA, instructions for mining claimants in 209 

BOBAX, deposits patented as placers 194 

BUBDEN OF PBOOF, upon whom the, rests 161 

After entry is made the, rests upon the party alleging the mineral 
character of the land 77 

CASE OF THE, Overman Silver Mining Company v. Dardanelles Min- 
ing Company, Nevada 181 
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CASE OF TBE—C<mi\nu$d, 

Kew Idria Mining Company's application for patent for mines in 

Fresno County, California : 47 

Bait Lake Mining Company, for patent for the Flagstaff Mine, 

Utah. .777777. 61 

JuUa Gold and Silver Mining Company's application for patent 

for certain mines in NeTada 96 

Keystone Consolidated Mining Company's applications for i>atent 

for Keystone and other mines, California, and Townsite of 

Amador 105 

Jenny Lind Mining Company ei oZ., v. Eureka Mining Company. 166 

Santa Bita del Cobre Copper Mine, New Mexico 188 

Bullion Mining Company v. 420 Mining Company 219 

OAYEAT, request to file, against issuing patent denied 153 

CEMENT CLAIMS, patented as placers 78 

CEBTIFIC^TES, Begisters' and Beceiyem' fees for affidavits, or other 

writing 26 

Surveyor-general's, on plats of mill site 193 

Of incorporation ^ould be filed with the application of incorpo- 
rated oomf»anies 223 

Of Improvements in case placers embrace l^gal subdivisions. . . . 235 

CIBCULAB INSTBUCTIONS, apply to all United States mineral'land. 19 

JanuaxyU, 18^7, under act of July 26, 1866 239 

June 25, 18iS7, supplemental to circular of January 14, 1867 245 

Abstract of duties prescribed in mineral instructions of January 

14.1867 247 

May 16, 1868, circular No. 21 248 

July 25, 1870, relative to fees 251 

August 8, 1870, under acts of July 26, 1866, and Julj 9, 1870 253 

May 6, 1871, relative to controversies between agnculturists and 

miners^ 261 

August 3, 1871, relative to citizenship 267 

September 7, 1871, proof of citizenship 267 

March 20, 1872, relative to taking testimony as to character of 

land 

March 26, 1872, modifications of instructions of September 7, 1871. 268 

June 10, 1872, under act of May 10, 1872 270 

June 17, 1872, correspondence relative to segregation of mineral 

and agricultural lands 297 

Act of February 18, 1873, relative to mineral lands 315 

March 18, 1873, under act of March 1, 1873, relative to expendi- 
tures on claims 315 

July 15, 1873, relative to mineral lands 316 

November 20, 1873, relative to surveying mining claims 319 

CINNABAB deposits cannot be entered as placers 60 

CmZENSHIF, proof of, in case the applicant's father was a naturalized 

citizen 134 

All proof except of, must be made within the district where the 
land is situated 158 

CLAIM, definition of the term, as used in the mining statutes 142 

[See Mining Claimb.] 

CLAIMANTS, [See Afplioantb fob Patbmtb and Advebss Claiuaktb.] 

Special agreements between opposing 80 

COLOBABO, number of feet of a lode that could be located in October, 

1864, in 215 

OOMSTOCK LbDE, clause inserted in patents for claims on or near 

the 162 

Bullion Mining Company v. 420 Mining Company on the 219 

CONSTBUCTION, of the tenth section of the act of July 26, 1866 131 

Of the tenth section of the act of May 10, 1872 : 200 
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CONTESTS, between miners and agricnlturists 151 

Proof of the mineral or non-mineral character of every subdivi- 

eion required in 77 

Bights of parties making entry pending 88 

After disproTing mineralcharacter of land, immediate entry there- 
of may be made if there are no 94 

When, may be re-opened • 125 

Between a placer claim and a town-site 156 

GOPPEB deposits cannot be entered as placers 60 

COBPOBATIONS, foreign, cannot assert an adverse claim to unpat- 
ented ground 43 

Fraudulent entries of mineral land by a^leulturists and 213 

Should file certificate of incorporation with amplication for patent. 223 

OOTJBTS, where all but one of the several co-*tenant8 with^aw protest 

the, must decide 158 

The General Land Office caxmot supervise or disregard decisions 

of .....: 19 

Adverse claim rejected for not commencing suit in ••• 145 

Adverse claim rejected for not beginning suit in, as ordered 216 

Cancellation of entry made while suit was pending in 228 

Proceedings when suit in, has been decided in favor of applicant 
forpatent ^... 232 

DECISIONS, every person afifected by, should be heard 17 

The General Land Office cannot supervise or disregard the, of 
courts 19 

DEPUTY SUBVEYOBS, are not authorized to survey claims outside 

their state or district 131 

DIAMOND-PBODUCING LANDS, may be patented undermining acts. 140 

DISTBICT LAWS, govern locations in absence of state or territorial en- 
actments 59 

Absence of local 200 

Proof that relocations are made in accordance with Icjgislative or. 225 

DBAINAGE, right of^ amd easement protected by law. 42 

DUPLICATE BECEIYEB'S BECEIPT, proceedings when the, is lost. 30 

EASEMENT, right of drainage and, protected by law 42 

EBBOB, proceedings when an, is discovered in a patent 41 

Purchase money is refunded only where an, nas occurred 32 

I^atent recalled only when an, has been made in name or descrip- 
tion 88 

Proceedings when an, is discovered in a survey 193 

EXEMPLIFICATIONS, are furnished to interested parties only 76 

EXPENDITUBE, annual, required on all claims uutil patent shall have 

issued , 185 

Made in running a tunnel is not tantamount to work done on a 

lode 186 

7he year during which the annual, must be made on locations 
after May 10, 1872, begins from date of location 142 

FEES, Begisters and Beceivers', for affidavits, certificates and other 

writing 26 

FIBECLAY, deposits of, may be patented 209 

FLAGSTAFF LODE, case of the , 61 

Bule adapted in case of the, applied to an advejise claim while suit 
was pending in court , 95 

FOBM FOB, request for survey 324 

Notice of location • 823 

Application for patent ! . . . 824 

Proof of posting notice and diagram on claim , . . . . 325 

Proof that notice and diagram remained posted for sixty days. . . . 326 

Begisters' oertifloate of posting notice for six^ days 327 

Agreement of Publisher...^ 327 
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Proof of publication , 828 

Affidayit of $500 improyementB 328 

Statement of fees and charges 329 

Proof of ownership and possession in case of absence or loss of 

mining records 329 

Affidayit of citizenship 330 

Certificate that no suit is pending 331 

Power of attorney 331 

Protest and adverse claim 331 

Non-mineral affidavit 335 

Proof that no veins exist in placer claims 335 

HBABIKGS, relative to, to determine character of land 151 

INDIAN TEBMTOBY, minerals in the 208 

IBON DEPOSITS, must be patented nnder the mining lawv 214 

8i2e of, claims regulated by local laws if located prior to liay 
10,1872 T 236 

LOCATIONS, local laws ffovem the pnrchase of, made by other parties. 23 

On lodes in New Mexico 32 

Local district laws, in the absence of state or territorial enact< 

ments govern , 59 

The year during which the annnal expenditure must be made on, 

after May 10, 1872, begins from the date of location 142 

Miners, claiming adversely to agricultorists may be confined to 

Original 191 

In case a vein exceeds fifteen hundred feet in length 207 

Becord evidence cannot be disreearded in proving the date of. . . 224 
Copies of deeds, or an abstract of title and copy of, to be filed with 

an adverse daim 232 

[See BxLocATiONB.] 

LOCAL LAWS, miners, to preyent agriculturists from entering their 

mining claims must show compliance with the 143 

Water rights protected by. 24 

Only one hundred feet square of placer ground can be located if, 

allow no more 164 

Adverse claim rejected for non-compliance with 197 

Absence of district 200 

Surveys should embrace only the amount of surface ground allow- 
ed by the 223 

[See DisTBiOT Laws.] 

LOCAL LAND OFFICE, papers filed in the, must not be taken there- 
from 181 

Official letters to the, are U. S. poperty 188 

Adverse claims must be filed with the Begister and Beceiver of 
the proper 194 

LODES, applicants for different, may be made adverse claimants to each 

other 22 

Owners of, may follow them to any depth although they may en- 
ter the land adjoining 27 

Locations on, in New Mexico. * 32 

Patents cannot be issued conveying more than 3000 feet on 83 

Adverse claim rejected as identity of, is not alleged 83 

Expenditures made in running tftnnels is not tantamount to work 

done on 136 

Width of claims on 201 

Locations when, exceed 1500 feet in length 207 

Number of feet on, that could be located in Colorado in October, 

1864 215 

Applicants for patent for placer land must present proof that no 

known, exist therein 222 

Claim containing, within a placer claim entered by another party. 226 
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MILL SITES, must be non-mineral in character 129 

Pass to railroad if located after the land innred to road 147 

Surveyor-general's certificates on plats of 193 

MINI^BAL LANDS, cannot be approved as state selections 40 

Agricultural GoUege Scrip is not received in payment for 157 

Bailroad called upon to relinquish, inadvertently patented 227 

MINEBALS, Sulphur Spring are not regarded as saline or 22 

School sections containing, do not pass to the State of Nevada. . . 90 

Public lands containing, cannot be leased 36 

In the Indian Territory 208 

Discovered after patent is issued to agriculturists 208 

After a hearing, and entry by agricultural claimant, a case cannot 

be reopened on account of, in the land 229 

Homestead entries maj be cancelled any time before patents issue 
if valuable, deposits have been included 233 

MINING CLAIMS, legality of taxing, whUe the title is in the U. S 18 

Lien on, protected and strengtiiened by patent 45 

Uncontested part of, may be patented 78 

Proceedings to secure patent for, previously relinquished 79 

May be patented when within town-sites 135 

Anunal expenditure re<^uired on all, until patent shall have issued. 135 
Miners to prevent agriculturists from entering their, must show 

compliance with the local laws and customs 143 

One person may secure title to several 145 

Proceedings in case, are not within any mining district. 147 

Applications in case of divided and undivided interests in 159 

Gmuse inserted in patents issued for, on or near the Gomstock 

Lode, Nevada 162 

In town-sites , 207 

Fraudulently entered by agriculturists 212 

Status of, in Alaska Territory 215 

MOBTGAGES, given by a pre-emptor 190 

NEW MEXIGO, number of feet on a lode that can be located and pur- 
chased in New Mexico 92 

NON-MINEBAL AFFIDAVIT, may be sworn to by an agent when the 

principal is not acquainted with the land 222 

NOTIGE, [See Publication of Notice.] 76 

Proceedings in ease, was published seven weeks in one paper and 
two weeks in another paper 234 

PATENT, assignment of 18 

Lien on mining claims protected and strengthened by 45 

May be delivered to owner though he may not be the party named 

in the patent 85 

Becalled only when error has been made in name or description. 88 

Issues to assignee of party making entry 146 

What is conveyed by a 154 

Proceedings to cancel, issued to owners of the Wyoming Mine, 

Utah 162 

Proceedings to have, issued to party who buys mine from appli- 
cant 162 

What a, conveys 201 

Minerals discovered after agricultural, has issued 208 

Homestead entries may be cancelled at any time before, issues if 

valuable mineral deposits have been included 293 

For mining daims, special instructions relative to obtaining 255 

Applications for 256 

Adverse claimants 259 

PLAGEB, auriferous cement claims are patented as 78 

Glaims on surveyed and unsurveyed lands 40 

Glaims must be treated as on unsurveyed land until township plat 

is filed in the local office ; 41 

Gonflict between a, and a town-site 156 
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PLACER— Continued. 

Eight locators of, claims of 20 acres each may convey to one party 

who can secure patent for 160 acres 157 

Only 100 feet square as, can be located if local laws allow no more. 164 

Borax deposits patented as 194 

827 acres of, in one entry 211 

Applicants for patent for, must present proof that known yeins 

exist therein 226 

Claims embracing fiye-acre lots must be surreyed 229 

Certificate of improvements in case placer claims embrace legal 

subdivisions 235 

PUBLICATION OF KOTICE. relative to 75 

How to count sixty days for 166 

The first applicant receives patent for conflicting ground when ^ 
second application is made after expiration of 290 

RAILBOABS, disproving the mineral character of limd for the benefit 

of 60 

Mill-sites pass to, if located after land inured to the road 147 

Called upon to relinquish mineral land inadvertently patented. . . 227 

BELOCATIOKS, must be made in accordance with legislative or district 

laws : 225 

BOCK IN PLACE, definition of 46 

SALT SPRINGS, are disposed of only by special act of Congress 214 

SCHOOL SECTIONS, when mineral in character do not pass to the 

State of Nevada 80 

The Keystone case involving the right of the State of California 
to, when mineral in character 105 

STATE SELECTIONS, mineral land cannot be approved as 40 

SULPHUB SPBINGS, are not regarded as saline or mineral 22 

SXJBVEY, must cover ground applied for 90 

Proceeding when error is discovered in 193 

Courses and distances in, must give way when in conflict with 

fixed objecte 211 

Should show the exterior boundaries of claims and embrace only 

the amount of surface allowed by ihe local laws 223 

Must be made of placer claims embracing five-acre lots 229 

SUTBO TUNNEL GBANT, application rejected because claim is within. 179 
[The Claubb bslativi to thb, insebtbd in Patemts tob CiiAncs 

ON OB NBAB THB ' COMBTOCK LoDB.] 162 

TESTIMONY, [See HEABiNaft and Witnissbs.] 16 

TOWN-SITES, mining claims may be patented when within. ......... 135 

Conflict between a placer claim and 156 

Mining claims within 207 

TUNNEL BIGHTS, relative to 144 

No specified expenditure to retain 215 

TUNNEL, expenditure made in running a, not tantamount to work 

done on a lode 136 

liocations cannot be patented 193 

Owners of, must use diligence 215 

WATEB BIGHTS, protected by local laws 24 

Special clause protecting, is inserted in all patents issued in min* 
ing regions 82 

WITNESSES AND TESTIMONY 16 
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